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Praject Description

The Califomia Department of Transporianen (Celres) proposes (o constnect the exsbound
off-ramp and westhound on-ramp of Stale Route 118 at the Recky Peak Read Overcrossing.
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Degerminarion
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#  There would be no significant adverse effects on pograpiy or crosion & 3 resull of this
project.
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pragel,

+ Mo significant impacts on agriculiure, land use, or anticgead growil sould onginee

# Mo spmificant impects on ecomomic sishdlity, employment. raffic, or parking weuld
resauln from this project.

o Meighborhosds, sohools, public or reerestional faciliies, public utilites, or herfage and
scenic resoorees wolld ot be pdversely affected by this progect

¢  There would be no adverse elfects om archaeelegical, hisiorizel, ar culiural resources,
perkland, recrealional or S2enic antig

¢ There would be me adverse effects on geeldogy and seals, air quality, naiss, visual, and
property displicement impacts.

#  Implezreniatie of memeres i minimize hann would reduce polental biclogical impascis
toa level below simificonce.

Rpcatb ik Dee 2 2002
Ean i T A Crane

Deputy Distnol Director
Dhstrict 07, Devson of Envimenmental Plinning
California Depamtmist o Tranpetaling




07-VEN-118-KP 51.3/52.3
(PM 32.0/32.5)

SCH: 2001121100

EA: 223800

In the County of Ventura, improvements are proposed at the Route 118/Rocky Peak Interchange
from 3.3 km east of Kuehner Drive to 3.5 km west of Topanga Canyon Blvd. (SR 27)

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/
INITIAL STUDY

Submitted Pursuant to: (State) Division 13, Public Resources Code
(Federal) 42 USC 4332(2)(C)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration,
THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Department of Transportation, and
VENTURA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Ronald J. Kosinski Date of Approval
Deputy District Director

Division of Environmental Planning

California Department of Transportation

Cesar Perez Date of Approval
Senior Transportation Engineer
Federal Highway Administration



State of California SCH Number: 2001121100
Department of Transportation 07-VEN-118-KP 51.5/52.3
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Negative Declaration

Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code

Project Description

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to construct the eastbound
off-ramp and westbound on-ramp of State Route 118 at the Rocky Peak Road Overcrossing.
Each ramp would be constructed as a single-lane ramp with the off-ramp transitioning to two
lanes at the ramp terminus, and a ramp-meter would be installed on the westbound on-ramp.

Determination
Caltrans has prepared an Initial Study, and has determined from this study that the proposed
project would not have a significant effect on the environment for the following reasons:

e There would be no significant adverse effects on topography or erosion as a result of this
project.
Energy or use of natural resources would not be significantly affected by this project.

e Floodplains, wetlands, and water quality would not be significantly affected by this
project.

e No significant impacts on agriculture, land use, or anticipated growth would originate
from this project.

e No significant impacts on economic stability, employment, traffic, or parking would
result from this project.

e Neighborhoods, schools, public or recreational facilities, public utilities, or heritage and
scenic resources would not be adversely affected by this project.

e There would be no adverse effects on archacological, historical, or cultural resources,
parkland, recreational or scenic areas.

e There would be no adverse effects on geology and soils, air quality, noise, visual, and
property displacement impacts.

e Implementation of measures to minimize harm would reduce potential biological impacts
to a level below significance.

Ronald J. Kosinski Date
Deputy District Director

District 07, Division of Environmental Planning

California Department of Transportation
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Chapter 1 Purpose and Need

Note: A vertical Line in the margin indicates changes in the text from the original
Draft Environmental Assessment/Initial Study.

1.1 Introduction

State Route (SR) 118 is an interregional highway and freeway that traverses the
unincorporated areas of Ventura and Los Angeles Counties and the cities of San
Buenaventura (Ventura), Moorpark, Simi Valley, Los Angeles and San Fernando. It
is 46 mi. (75 km) in length, of which 32 mi. (52 km) are in Ventura County and the
remaining 14 mi. (23 km) are in Los Angeles County (see Figure 1-1, Project Vicinity
Map below).

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to construct the
westbound (WB) on-ramp and the eastbound (EB) off-ramp for State Route 118 (SR
118) at the Rocky Peak Road Overcrossing. The limits of the project are from 2.05
mi (3.3 km) east of Kuehner Drive to 2.17 mi (3.5 km) west of Topanga Canyon
Boulevard, located in the City of Simi Valley, County of Ventura (see Figure 1-2,
Project Location Map on the following page). The proposed ramps would complete
the west half of the interchange of SR 118 and Rocky Peak Road.

Figure 1-1 Project Vicinity Map
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Chapter 1 Purpose and Need

Figure 1-2 Project Location Map
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Chapter 1 Purpose and Need

1.2 Purpose and Need

Kuehner Drive, west of Rocky Peak Road, and Topanga Canyon Boulevard, east of
Rocky Peak Road, have full interchanges on SR 118. Currently, emergency vehicles
responding to accidents between Kuehner Drive and Rocky Peak Road on the
westbound (WB) SR 118 have to travel eastbound (EB) on SR 118 to the Topanga
Canyon Boulevard exit and return on WB SR 118 to access the site. The proposed
project is intended to achieve the following goals:

e Improve safety.

e Reduce the response time for emergency vehicles responding to calls on WB
SR 118.

e Allow commuters to use Santa Susana Pass Road as an alternate route in case
of freeway closures.

e Conform to state, regional and local plans and policies.

1.3  Project Background

The Rocky Peak Road Overcrossing was built in 1968 along with its east half
interchange on SR 118. The west half interchange was rough graded and gates were
placed across the entrances to deny any ramp access. The overcrossing structure
connects to the two-lane, Santa Susana Pass Road on the south side of the freeway
and dead-ends into a fire road on the north side. Currently, a “STOP” sign controls
the Rocky Peak Road/Santa Susana Road intersection.

A letter dated January 25, 2001, from Ventura County Transportation Commission
(VCTC) to Caltrans Project Management Office requested that this project move
forward with the SR 118 Widening - Tapo Canyon Road to the Los Angeles County
Line project (EA: 116791). Project Description

Caltrans proposes to construct the WB on-ramp and the EB off-ramp for SR 118 at
Rocky Peak Road Overcrossing. The construction of these ramps would bring it to a
full interchange. Each ramp would be constructed as a single-lane ramp with the off-
ramp transitioning to two lanes at the ramp terminus. A ramp-meter would be
installed on the WB on-ramp.

1.4  Capacity Issues

Caltrans used the Transportation Analysis and Los Angeles Regional Transportation
Study (LARTS) travel model to determine existing and future traffic projections (see
Table 1-1). Currently, the six-lane section of SR 118 at Rocky Peak Road is carrying
approximately 107,000 Average Daily Traffic (ADT) volume with a projected ADT

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS 3



Chapter 1 Purpose and Need

of 286,800 for the year 2025. The 2025 ADT forecast for the proposed ramps is 980
for the WB on-ramp and 929 for the EB off-ramp.

Table 1-1 Traffic Projections - 2025

LOCATION Existing ADT Year 2025 ADT
SR118 kp 30.8/32.6 (mainline) 107,000 286,8000
Existing EB On-Ramp ADT @ Rocky Peak Rd. 1200 1581
Existing WB Off-Ramp ADT @ Rocky Peak Rd. 910 1303
Future EB Off-Ramp ADT @ Rocky Peak Rd. * 929
Future WB On-Ramp ADT @ Rocky Peak Rd. * 980

Source: Transportation Analysis and Los Angeles Regional Transportation Study (LARTS)

The accident history for the existing area was reviewed using Caltrans Traffic
Accident Surveillance and Analysis System (TASAS) for the 36-month period from
July 1997 through June 2000. The accident history is summarized in Table 1-3.

According to the TASAS, the accidental rate during the last three years on the EB and
WB mainline of SR 118 is lower than the normal rate. The main reason for these
accidents is speeding, and most of them were either hit-object or rear end collisions.

Table 1-2 TASAS from July 1997 to June 2000

ACTUAL ACCIDENT AVERAGE ACCIDENT
RATES RATES
LOCATION TI\(I)OTI:} (million vehicles/kilometer) (million vehicles/kilometer)
Limits: kp accidents Fatalities Fatalities
Fatalities A Total | Fatalities 4 Total
Injuries Injuries
EB-SR 118
(30.52/32.53) 84 2 0.19 0.70 0.016 0.33 0.82
WB-SR 118
(30.52/32.53) 93 2 0.26 0.78 0.016 0.33 0.82
EB On-Ramp @
Rocky Peak Road 2 0 0.47 0.94 0.004 0.13 0.34
WB Off-Ramp @
Rocky Peak Road 2 0 0 1.25 0.009 0.27 0.71

Source: Caltrans Traffic Accident Surveillance and Analysis System

There were only two accidents on each on/off ramp at Rocky Peak Road during the
past three years even though the actual accident rates appear to be higher than the
averages. All accidents were either hit-object or rear-end collisions, and they all
occurred at the ramp intersections.

4 Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS



Chapter 2 Alternatives

2.1  Alternative Development Process

During the development of all projects, alternatives are considered to the extent
necessary to minimize costs and adverse environmental impacts, and to maximize
public benefits. Value analysis is the preferred method of developing alternatives,
using a systematic application of analytical techniques to identify a project's function,
identify alternatives, and analyze alternatives to identify the one that fully meets the
project's function.

2.2 Project Alternatives

The proposed project is the completion of a full interchange at Rocky Peak Road on
SR 118. The alternatives considered are the No Build Alternative and the Build
Alternative.

2.2.1 Alternative 1 - No Build

Alternative 1 (No Build) assumes no improvements, modifications or changes would
be made to this interchange. There would be no ramps built on the west half of the
SR 118/Rocky Peak Road interchange. The configuration of the existing rough
graded ramps would remain the same. This alternative would avoid the
environmental impacts associated with construction and operation of the build.
Alternative 1 is shown in Figure 2-1.

This alternative is not consistent with local and regional plans. If the existing facility
remains unimproved, the response time for emergency vehicles would not improve
and could become a life-threatening situation. Therefore, safety would continue to be
compromised.

2.2.2 Alternative 2 — Build (Preferred)

Alternative 2 involves the construction of the WB on-ramp and EB off-ramp on the
west half of SR 118/Rocky Peak Road interchange. The completion of Alternative 2
would result in a full interchange at SR 118/Rocky Peak Road.

The design of the ramps follows the criteria and policies in Caltrans Highway Design
Manual (see website: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/oppd/). Each ramp would be
constructed as a single-lane ramp with the off-ramp transition to two-lanes at the
ramp terminus. The Average Daily Traffic (ADT) forecast for 2025 does not warrant
any additional lanes. A ramp-meter would be installed on the WB on-ramp. The
cross-sections for Alternative 2 are shown in Figure 2-2 and the design layout of the
ramps is shown in Figure 2-3 on the following pages.

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS 5



Chapter 2 Alternatives

An exception is requested from the Highway Design Mandatory Standards (HDM
Index 504.3(2)) for the minimum distance between ramp intersections and local road
intersections. The distance between the existing EB on-ramp and the proposed EB
off-ramp to Santa Susana Pass Road/Rocky Peak Road intersection is 121 ft (37 m).
The minimum distance specified in the standards is 410 ft (125 m).

An exception to the Highway Design Mandatory Standards was made because
increasing the distance to meet the standards would result in the following:

Right-of-way acquisition.
Massive rock excavation.
Creation of major environmental impacts.

[ )
[ )
[ )
e Additional construction cost of $5.4 million.

6 Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS



Chapter 2 Alternatives

Figure 2-1 Alternative 1 (No Build)- Layout
o : : -

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS 7



Chapter 2 Alternatives

Figure 2-2 Alternative 2 (Build)- Layout
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Chapter 2 Alternatives

Figure 2-3 Alternative 2 (Build) - Cross Sections
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Chapter 3 Affected Environment,
Environmental Consequences,
and Mitigation

3.1 Technical Studies, Plans and Reports

Technical studies were conducted and collected to provide background data and to
assist in evaluating the environmental consequences of the proposed project. The
following studies, plans and reports are incorporated into the document:

Traffic Noise Study Report (January 2002)

Geocon, Site Investigation Report (January 1999)

Accident Analysis (June 2000)

Traffic Forecast Analysis (April 2001)

Exceptions to Mandatory Design Standards (July 2001)

Negative Archaeological Survey Report (October 2001)

Negative Historical Property Survey Report (November 2001)

Natural Environment Study Report (November 2001)

Physical Environment Report (October 2001)

City of Simi Valley General Plan (October 1988)

Ventura County General Plan (September 1997)

Storm Water Unit (NPDES) Report (February 2002)

Missing Linkages: Restoring Connectivity to the California Landscape (California

Wilderness Coalition, Nature Conservancy, Biological Resource Division of the

U.S. Geological Survey, Center for Reproduction of Endangered Species, and

California State Parks, November 2000)

e Ng, Sandra J. 2000. Wildlife Use of Underpasses and Culverts Crossing Beneath
Highways in Southern California. M.S. Biology Thesis, California State
University, Northridge.

e Ventura 118 HOV lane and Soundwalls, Public Comments Memorandum (Santa

Monica Mountains Conservancy, November 1999)

Record of Public Hearing (October 2002)

Simi Valley Fire Station 43 Memo (January 2002)

Aesthetic Report (November 2001)

Traffic Study (Katz, Okitsu & Associates, November 2002)

The studies are available for review at the following locations:

Caltrans District 07 Simi Valley Library
Division of Environmental Planning 2969 Tapo Canyon Road
120 South Spring Street Simi Valley 93063

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS 11



3.2  Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

This checklist was used to identify physical, biological, social and economic factors
that might be impacted by the proposed project. In many cases the background studies
performed in connection with this project clearly indicate that the project would not
affect a particular item. In so doing, the checklist achieves the important statutory
goal of integrating the requirements of CEQA with the environmental requirements of
other laws.

Title 14 California Code of Regulations Section 15064 provides the basic guidance to
lead agencies in determining the significance of a project’s effects or requiring
measures to reduce the effects to less than significant in order to prepare a negative
declaration. The checklist provides optional tools to assist Caltrans in determining the
significance of particular effects.

Under NEPA, a proposed federal action must have the potential to significantly affect
the quality of the environment. Whether a proposed action significantly affects the
quality of the human environment is determined by considering the context and
intensity of the action and its effects. 40CFR1508.27.

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this
project, involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as
indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

[] Aesthetics [ ] Agriculture Resources [ ] Air Quality
X] Biological Resources [ | Cultural Resources [ ] Geology /Soils
[ Hazards & Hazardous [ | Hydrology / Water [ ] Land Use / Planning
Materials Quality
[ ] Mineral Resources [] Noise [] Population / Housing
[ ] Public Services [ ] Recreation [ ] Transportation/Traffic
[ ] Utilities / Service [] Mandatory Findings of Significance
Systems

3.3 Environmental Checklist

It is noted that since this document is intended to serve as the environmental
document for federal as well as state actions, it must comply with both the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and CEQA. In some instances, CEQA
significance thresholds are more stringent than federal impact criteria. This checklist
is used to determine impacts. Based on federal criteria, it has been determined that
this project would not result in any significant unavoidable impacts that would affect
the quality of the human environment under NEPA. The use of the word “significant”
in the following section is for CEQA purposes only and does not apply to NEPA.

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS 12



Chapter 3 Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Mitigation

CEQA
3.2.1 Aesthetics: Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Would the project: Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation

a) Have a substantial adverse ] ] X ]
effect on a scenic vista?

: , [] [] X []
b) Substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic
highway?

: [] [] [] X
c¢) Substantially degrade the
existing visual character or quality
of the site and its surroundings?

[] [] [] X

d) Create a new source of
substantial light or glare, which
would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Due to the subjectivity of aesthetics, the value of visual resources is usually
considered at a local level and decisions are based upon community values. The
County of Ventura provides guidelines for the development and protection of scenic
resources in its Goals, Policies and Programs portion of the Ventura County General
Plan (County of Ventura May 24, 1988). The relevant goals and policies include:

a. Goal 1.7.1.1 Preserve and protect significant open views and visual
resources of the county.

b. Policy 1.7.2.1 Discretionary development that would significantly degrade,
alter, or obscure public views and visual resources shall be prohibited unless
no feasible measures to minimize harm are available and the decision making
body determines that there are overriding consideration.

The proposed project involves the construction of the EB off-ramp and WB on-ramp
on SR 118 at Rocky Peak Road Overcrossing. The initial grades for these ramps
were constructed with the first half of the interchange in 1968. Each ramp would be
constructed as a single-lane ramp with the off-ramp transitioning to two lanes at the
ramp terminus. A ramp-meter would be installed on the westbound on-ramp. Due to
the nature of the proposed project, no adverse aesthetic impacts would occur.

Measures to Minimize Harm: Existing native species should remain where feasible.
New landscaping should consist of a native seed and erosion control hydroseed
application to disturbed slopes
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Resources: Aesthetic Report, November 2001

CEQA

3.2.2 Agricultural Resources: Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
In determining whether impacts to Significant Significant  Significant Impact
agricultural resources are significant Impact with Impact
environmental effects, lead agencies may Mitigation

refer to the California Agricultural Land

Evaluation and Site Assessment Model

(1997) prepared by the California Dept.

of Conservation as an optional model to

use in assessing impacts on agriculture

and farmland.

Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide u u u 4
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the

b) Conflict with existing zoning for [] [] [] X
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act

contract?

¢) Involve other changes in the existing

environment, which, due to their location L] L] L] >
or nature, could result in conversion of

Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

Federal, state, and county level mechanisms exist to preserve agriculture. At the
federal level, impacts of federally funded projects on farmland are reviewed through
the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA). This federal review satisfies the
requirements of the State’s California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). At the
County level, guidelines and multiple programs exist, including the County General
Plan and Initial Study Assessment Guidelines, Land Conservation Act (LCA)
contracts, and greenbelt agreements. Other programs such as water conservation
measures, the Right to Farm Ordinance, and the Save Open Space and Agricultural
Resources (SOAR) Ordinance also exist to protect farming resources in the region.

There is no agricultural land located within, adjacent to or in the vicinity of the
project area that would be impacted by the project.

Measures to Minimize Harm: None required.

References: 1988 Simi Valley General Plan
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CEQA

3.2.3 Air Quality: Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Where available, the significance Significant Significant Significant  Impact
criteria established by the Impact _with Impact
. . . Mitigation
applicable air quality
management or air pollution
control district may be relied
upon to make the following
determinations.

Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct [] L] L] X
implementation of the applicable
air quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality ] ] ] X
standard or contribute

substantially to an existing or

projected air quality violation?

c¢) Result in a cumulatively ] ] ] X
considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment
under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions,
which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to [] L] L] X
substantial pollutant
concentrations?

e) Create objectionable odors [] L] L] X
affecting a substantial number of
people?

Federal and state standards have been established for ozone, CO, nitrogen dioxide
(NOy), sulfur dioxide (SO,), particulates less than 10 microns in diameter (PM,), and
lead. California has also set standards for sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, vinyl chloride,
and visibility reducing particles. Please see Table 3-1 for a summary of the state and
national ambient air quality standards.

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) is the federal agency
designated to administer air quality regulation, while the California Air Resources
Board (CARB) is the state equivalent in the California Environmental Protection
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Agency. Local control in air quality management is provided by the CARB through
county-level Air Pollution Control Districts (APCDs). The CARB has established air
quality standards and is responsible for the control of mobile emission sources, while
the local APCDs are responsible for enforcing standards and regulating stationary
sources.

No adverse air quality impacts are expected during construction. The ramps have
already been roughly graded and only minimal additional grading is required. In
addition, no substantial disruption of traffic during construction is expected. The
proposed project is identified in the federally approved (September 25, 2001)
2000/01-2005/06 Regional Transportation Improvement Plan (RTIP), the 2002 State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and conforms to the requirements of the
federal Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAAs) of 1990. This project has not been
altered in design concept or scope from that described in the Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP) and the Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP). The project is consistent
with the Ventura Air Quality Management Plan (VAQMP) because it would not
induce growth but instead would accommodate traffic that Ventura County’s growth
forecasts predict.

With the implementation of the following measures there would be no potential for
adverse effects on the environment.

Measures to Minimize Harm:

e (altrans Best Management Practices (BMPs) would be implemented.

e All clearing, grubbing, grading, earth moving, or excavation activities shall cease
during periods of high winds to prevent excessive amounts of fugitive dust.

e All trucks that haul excavated or graded material off site shall comply with State
Vehicle Code Section 23114.

e All active portions of the site and unpaved on-site roads shall be periodically
watered with environmentally safe dust suppressants to prevent excessive
amounts of dust.

e Areas disturbed by clearing, grading, earth moving or excavation operations shall
be minimized to prevent excessive amounts of fugitive dust.

On-site vehicle speed shall not exceed 15 miles per hour.

e Construction equipment engines shall be maintained in good condition and in

proper tune as per manufacturers’ specifications.

References: Physical Environmental Report, October 2001; CAAAs of 1990; Ventura AQMP
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Table 3-1 State and Federal Ambient Air Quality Standards
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CEQA
3.2.4 Biological Resources: Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Would the project: Mitigation
a) Has a substantial adverse effect, either [] [] X []
directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by
the California Department of Fish and Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any [] [] [] X

riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, and regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or
US Fish and Wildlife Service?

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on [] [] [] X
federally protected wetlands as defined by

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal

pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal,

filling, hydrological interruption, or other

means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement
of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or [] [] [] X
ordinances protecting biological resources,

such as a tree preservation policy or

ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted [] [] [] X
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural

Community Conservation Plan, or other

approved local, regional, or state habitat

conservation plan?

Environmental Setting

The project site is located in the City of Simi Valley in Ventura County. The project
area borders the Corriganville Regional Park (part of the Rancho Simi Recreation and
Park District), Rocky Peak Park, a low density Urban Area, and undeveloped Ventura
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and Los Angeles County land. Other surrounding parks include Santa Susana Pass
State Park, Chatsworth Park and Hialeah Springs. The habitat in the project area was
identified as coastal sage scrub with some chaparral plants and an infestation of
fountain grass (Pennisetum setaceum). The topography in the area consists of the
east-west ridgeline of the Santa Susana Range, the Simi Hills, and a series of canyons
to the southeast. The project is located within the headwaters of the Arroyo Simi.
The principal watershed systems in the area include Blind Devil and Las Llajas
canyons that flow into the San Fernando and Simi Valleys; however, the project site
does not contribute runoff to these watersheds. The existing level of disturbance is
limited to roadway infrastructure and a small amount of urban development. The area
is surrounded by coastal sage scrub and chaparral habitat.

Important Biological Resources in the Project Area

Endangered or Threatened Vegetation

A field visit on March 15, 2001 revealed several native vegetation species in the
direct project area. The habitat in the project area was identified as coastal sage scrub
with some chaparral plants and an infestation of fountain grass. The removal of
vegetation on the existing on/off ramp areas is proposed. An inventory of these
plants has been completed to identify which species are present. The Plummer’s
mariposa lily (Calochortus plummerae), listed by the California Natural Diversity
Data Base (CNDDB) as a federally listed species of concern, was not found in the
project area. However, one Santa Susana tarplant (Hemizonia minthornii or
Deinandra minthornii) was found which is listed by the State as Rare. Further pre-
construction surveys would be conducted one week prior to construction. A plant
palette would be developed by Caltrans to reduce the impact of native vegetation
removal.

Endangered or Threatened Animal Species

The CNDDB indicated the potential presence of the San Diego desert woodrat
(Neotoma lepida intermedia), western spadefoot (Scaphiopus hammondii) and the
San Diego horned lizard (Phrynosoma coranatum blainvillei) in areas near the project
site. Animal specific surveys were conducted on August 10", 2001 for the San Diego
desert woodrat (Neotoma lepida intermedia) and the San Diego horned lizard
(Phrynosoma coranatum blainvillei). Surveys for the western spadefoot (Scaphiopus
hammondii) were not conducted due to the lack of necessary habitat available in the
project area. It was determined that there was no presence of the San Diego desert
woodrat (Neotoma lepida intermedia) or the San Diego horned lizard (Phrynosoma
coranatum blainvillei). Details of each survey are described below:

e San Diego desert woodrat (Neotoma lepida intermedia): This species is not
federally or State listed as an Endangered, Threatened or Species of Concern.
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Appropriate habitat associations include moderate to dense canopies, rock
outcrops and rocky cliffs and slopes. In the areas of dense vegetation on the
proposed eastbound off-ramp, the slope was deemed too steep and the noise levels
were too high for the woodrat to be present. On the proposed westbound on-
ramp, the vegetation is not very dense and does not provide the necessary
characteristics for proper habitat.

e San Diego horned lizard (Phrynosoma coranatum blainvillei): This species is
listed federally as a Species of Concern. It is not listed by the State as an
Endangered, Threatened or Species of Concern. Appropriate habitat associations
for the San Diego horned lizard (Phrynosoma coranatum blainvillei) include
coastal sage scrub and chaparral in arid and semi-arid climate conditions with
friable, rocky, or shallow sandy soils. The proposed eastbound off-ramp is
largely made up of hard compacted soil. There was no sign of prey in the area.
On the proposed westbound on-ramp, there is a narrow linear area of suitable
habitat running along the north side of the ramp. This area is not extensive
enough to support the horned lizard and there is no prey base in the area;
however, a pre-construction survey would be required to ensure there is no
presence.

e  Western spadefoot (Scaphiopus hammondii): This species is not federally or
State listed as an Endangered, Threatened or Species of Concern. Appropriate
habitat associations include grassland habitats with vernal pools for breeding and
laying eggs. The project limits do not provide the necessary characteristics for
proper habitat.

Wildlife Corridor

This area is part of an important wildlife corridor that connects the San Gabriel, Santa
Susana, and Santa Monica Mountain ranges. California State Park representatives
indicate that many native animals can be found in the area. This includes mule deer,
bobcats, mountain lions, coyotes, gray fox, and ring-tailed cats among others.
Wildlife movement occurs through Rocky Peak Road and a tunnel located 2000 (+/-
500) feet west of Rocky Peak Road (Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy,
November 1999). This area provides wildlife movement between the Simi Hills to the
south and the Santa Susana Mountains to the north. Important linkage areas include
Corriganville Park, the Santa Susana Mountain State Park, Chatsworth Peak,
Hummingbird Creek, and Box Canyon. The report, Missing Linkages: Restoring
Connectivity to the California Landscape (California Wilderness Coalition, et al,
2000) recognizes Rocky Peak Road (Santa Susana Pass Linkage) as being a
Connectivity Choke-Point Wildlife Corridor. This report defines a Connectivity
Choke-Point as,

“A narrow, impacted, or otherwise tenuous habitat linkage connecting two or
more habitat blocks (“core areas”). Choke points are essential to maintain
landscape-level connectivity, but are particularly in danger of losing
connectivity function. An example of a connectivity choke point is a narrow
peninsula of habitat surrounded by a human-dominated matrix that connects
larger habitat blocks. Another example would be an underpass under a major
roadway that is critical to allow animal movement between habitat blocks.”
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The report states that this area has been identified as a Stewardship Zone, which is an
area of mixed land ownership with high habitat value. This report also listed this
corridor in the top ten priority corridors in Southern California. The degree of threat
or loss of this linkage was described as being probable, while the conservation
opportunities are seen as possibly feasible. Simi Hills is described as the smallest of
the corridor/habitat linkage systems, which makes it the most susceptible to additional
losses of acreage or key habitat resources.

Potential Project Impacts

e The removal of native plants within the project area (2.94 acres) would occur.

e The implementation of a new on and off-ramp would impact wildlife
movement along the corridor.

e Due to the nature of the project, pollinator habitat and function would be
impacted. Although impacts are long standing, this project would have only a
minimal impact based on current ambient conditions. Therefore, this impact
would be considered less than substantial for this project.

Cumulative Impacts

There are several other developments that are proposed in the surrounding area of SR
118. They include the Moorpark Highlands Specific Plan No. 2, the widening of
Ventura Route 118, Alamos Canyon Underpass reopening, Chevron Industrial
Development, Happy Camp Canyon Regional Park Housing Development, Widening
of Tampa Avenue Off-ramp and addition of an auxiliary lane to west-bound lanes,
Madera Road/Easy Street Intersection Widening, and Los Angeles Avenue/Tapo
Street Intersection Widening.

The undeveloped area surrounding Rocky Peak Road is slowly becoming encroached
upon by urban developments from Simi Valley as well as the San Fernando Valley.
As described before, this linkage area can be described as a choke point specifically
because of the surrounding urbanization. The other projects in the surrounding area
heighten the cumulative impacts associated with wildlife movement. Alamos Canyon
has also been characterized as an important wildlife corridor and its reopening would
compromise if not altogether eliminate an important wildlife corridor. The
compounded effect of the impacts to the Alamos Canyon corridor and the increased
traffic levels that Ventura County’s growth forecasts predict could result in impacts to
wildlife movement in Simi Valley and San Fernando Valley. Of the seven wildlife
corridors along SR 118 in Simi Valley, only two are open air corridors. Most of the
wildlife corridors are pipes/culverts. Rocky Peak Road is the only open air corridor
that is an overpass. It has been stated that large carnivores are less likely to use
culvert/pipe undercrossings as opposed to open-air underpasses/overcrossings (NG,
2000). It is also recognized that large carnivores are especially sensitive to isolation
or fragmentation and prefer areas of natural habitat/vegetation. This project along
with projected increased traffic and surrounding developments would result in the
elimination of the only overpass with suitable habitat surroundings in the area.
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Mitigation & Measures to Minimize Harm:

The lance-leaf live-forever (Dudleya lanceolata) and the chalk live-forever
(Dudleya pulverulenta) would be removed on the proposed westbound off-
ramp and relocated before construction begins.

The removal of native plants would be mitigated on-site and off-site. On-site
mitigation would be conducted to the greatest extent possible. A parcel would
be acquired in cooperation with the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy for
off-site mitigation (see Figure 1-2). Caltrans would contribute $10,000 for the
purchase of the selected parcel. Once designs are finalized, the determination
of permanent and temporary impact areas would be defined. Once these areas
are defined, on-site and off-site mitigation would be developed for both
permanent and temporary vegetation impacts. A landscaping plan would be
designed to address the permanent and temporary impacts to native
vegetation. Revegation should occur at a 2:1 ratio for temporary impacts and a
3:1 ratio for permanent impacts to vegetation.

Seeds would be collected from Santa Susana tarplants located in the
immediate area of the proposed project for replanting. The seeds should be
replanted during the winter. Success criteria shall be developed based on
growth success during a five year monitoring program.

If impacts to vegetation (i.e. cutting, clearing or grubbing) are necessary for
project construction during the nesting bird season (March 1-September 1),
then pre-construction surveys for nesting birds should be conducted one week
prior to the commencement of cutting, clearing and grubbing. If any birds are
found to be nesting in the project area, coordination with the resource
agencies will be necessary to determine the proper course of action.

Based on the information collected during the public circulation period,
project impacts to wildlife appear minimal. However, Caltrans will conduct a
comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of State Route 118 to
determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna Mountains and the
Simi Hills. A multi-agency task force consisting of representatives from
Caltrans, the National Park Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy
and the Nature Conservancy has been developed to address impacts to wildlife
corridors. Caltrans is committed to mitigating such impacts and is taking a
lead role in developing an in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation
for them. Caltrans would contribute $200,000 to the in-lieu fee program for
potential impacts related to this project.

Pre-construction surveys would be required two weeks prior to construction to
confirm that there are no protected species in the area.

Pollinator Impacts: At this time there are no known measures to minimize
harm for this impact because this is a recently articulated impact in literature.

References: 1988 Simi Valley General Plan; Ventura County General Plan (1997); Natural
Environmental Study Report, November 2001; California Wilderness Coalition, et al. 2000. Missing
Linkages Study.
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CEQA
3.2.5 Historical and Cultural Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Resources: Significant Significant Significant  Impact
. Impact with Impact
Would the project: Mitigation
a) Cause a substantial adverse [] [] L] X

change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in
'15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse [] L] L] X
change in the significance of an

archaeological resource pursuant

to '15064.5?

¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a [] L] L] X
unique paleontological resource

or site or unique geologic

feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, [] L] L] X
including those interred outside
of formal cemeteries?

A study to identify potentially historic properties in the Area of Potential Effect
(APE) of the project and to evaluate the eligibility of any identified properties for
listing in the national register of Historic places was conducted in November 2001.
The Historical Property Survey Report (HPSR) indicates that potentially historic
properties have been identified in the proximity of the APE of the proposed project.
However, the proposed project would have no effect to the historic properties or
potentially historic properties. The HPSR is based on regulations 36CFR800 for
implementing Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act as it applies to
FHWA projects and cultural resources. It is used to identify all historic and
cultural/archaeological resources that may be affected by a proposed undertaking,
evaluate the eligibility of these resources for the National Register of Historic Places
and apply the criteria of Effect and Adverse Effects (36CFR800.9) to eligible
properties that may be affected.

The findings show the project is in the proximity of the trace of the National Register-
listed Old Santa Susana Stagecoach Road. Field reviews conducted in March and
April of 2001 concluded that no known cultural resources exist directly within the
APE.

With the implementation of the following measures there would be no potential for
adverse effects on the environment.
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Measures to Minimize Harm:

e Boundaries for an Environmental Sensitive Area (ESA) shall be established in
the field prior to commencement of work to prevent potential disruption of
significant cultural resources due to the projects proximity to the trace of the
National Register-listed Old Santa Susana Stagecoach Road.

e Should cultural materials be uncovered during construction on this project,
work in the area of the find shall be stopped until a Caltrans archaeologist can
evaluate the material.

e [If human remains are exposed during construction, State Health and Safety
Code Section 7050.5 states that no further disturbance shall occur until the
County coroner has made the necessary findings as to origin and disposition,
pursuant to Public Resources Code 5097.98. Caltrans shall be immediately
notified.

References: Negative Archaeological Survey Report, October 200, Negative Historical Property
Survey Report (November 2001)

CEQA
3.2.6 Geology and Soils: Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Would the project: Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
a) Expose people or structures to [] L] L] X
potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving:
1) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, [] L] X L]
as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault?
Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Special Publication 42.
i1) Strong seismic ground shaking? [] L] X L]
1i1) Seismic-related ground failure, [] L] L] X
including liquefaction
iv) Landslides? L] L] L] X
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or [] [] L] X

the loss of topsoil?
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CEQA
3.2.6 Geology and Soils: Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Would the project: Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil [] L] L] X

that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as [] L] L] X
defined in Table 18-1-B of the

Uniform Building Code (1994),

creating substantial risks to life or

property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately [] [] [] X
supporting the use of septic tanks or

alternative wastewater disposal

systems where sewers are not available

for the disposal of wastewater?

Ground shaking is the primary cause of structural damage during an earthquake. The
potential damage caused by ground shaking depends on the magnitude, duration and
vibration frequency characteristics of the earthquake, which are functions of the fault
and its proximity to the project; however, with the incorporation of state-of-the-art
seismic design measures, Caltrans BMPs, the proposed project would not result in
significant earthquake hazards. Please see Figure 3.1 to view the proximity of fault
lines to the project area.

With the implementation of the following measures there would be no potential for
adverse effects on the environment.

Measures to Minimize Harm: Caltrans BMPs would be implemented to the greatest
extent practical during construction.

References: ND/FONSI 07-VEN-118 Widening From Tapo Canyon to the Ventura/Los Angeles County
Line in Simi Valley, County of Ventura
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Figure 3-1 Fault Locations Map

[P |
A | /

[ENTERE] "'1" T - - _Iq
i i AL |
'ﬁl" ; e
- 1&. AHGEETER
Project Location |,
| NLE e Fir] |

LRAHEL LR SRR CATALRE RIGIE

T

Source: District 7 Los Angeles & Ventura Counties Fault Locations Map, May 2000
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CEQA

3.2.7 Hazards and Hazardous Materials:

Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment?

c¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of
an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5
and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

g) Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

h) Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

[l

with
Mitigation

[l

[l

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Significant Significant Significant Impact

Impact Impact

[l

No

X
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There are no schools, airports or private airstrips, or recorded hazardous materials
sites in the project area.

Impacts are considered significant if the project activities are anticipated to result in
the exposure of people and environmental resources to adverse levels of
contamination, or, if contaminated conditions could adversely impact future
development as a result of costly assessment and remediation. The Site Investigation
Report (January 1999) prepared by Goecon for SR 118 (Ven-118 PM 27.3/32.6)
resulted in the following determination:

Excavated soil may be considered nonhazardous and may be relinquished to the
contractor as clean soil or reused in Caltrans right of way.

Measures to Minimize Harm: None required.

References: Site Investigation Report (January 1999) prepared by Goecon for SR 118 (Ven-118 PM
27.3/32.6)

CEQA

3.2.8 Hydrology and Water Quality: Potentially Less Than Less Than No

Would the project: Significant Significant  Significant Impact
) Impact with Impact
Mitigation
a) Violate any water quality standards or [] [] [] X
waste discharge requirements?
b) Substantially deplete groundwater [] L] L] X

supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would
be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a
lowering of the local groundwater table
level (e.g., the production rate of pre-
existing nearby wells would drop to a level,
which would not support existing land uses
or planned uses for which permits have
been granted)?

c¢) Substantially alter the existing drainage [] [] [] X
pattern of the site or area, including through

the alteration of the course of a stream or

river, in a manner, which would result in

substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-

site?
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d) Substantially alter the existing drainage  [] L] L] X
pattern of the site or area, including through

the alteration of the course of a stream or

river, or substantially increase the rate or

amount of surface runoff in a manner,

which would result in flooding on- or off-

site?

e) Create or contribute runoff water which [] L] L] X
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of

polluted runoft?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water [] L] L] X
quality?

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood L] L] [] X

hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate
Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

h) Place structures within a 100-year flood [] L] L] X
hazard area, which would impede or redirect

flood flows?

1) Expose people or structures to a [] L] L] X

significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or [] L] L] X
mudflow?

Waters of the U.S., Waters of the State and Wetlands

Wetlands are a subset of waters of the United States (waters of the U.S.) that are
defined by specific vegetation, hydrology and soil criteria. As defined in the Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) 328.3, waters of the U.S. include:

“...Territorial seas measured seaward a distance of three miles; tributaries of
any defined water of the United Sates (including any ephemeral tributary);
coastal and inland waters, lakes, rivers, streams and their tributaries; interstate
waters and their tributaries, including interstate wetlands; wetlands adjacent to
all of the above waters; and all other waters, such as interstate lakes, rivers,
streams, isolated wetlands, mudflats, sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie
potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes or natural ponds that are not part of a
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tributary system to interstate waters or to navigable waters of the U.S., the
degradation or destruction of which could affect interstate commerce.”

Jurisdictional limits of waters of the U.S. are defined by the Ordinary High Water
Mark (OHWM) contour that is often equated with the extent of a two-year flood
water surface elevation. Wetlands, in turn, are defined by the United States Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE) Wetlands Delineation Manual (1987) as waters of the
U.S. that:

“...Are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a frequency and
duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do
support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil
conditions.”

Under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, the USACE has authority to regulate
activity that could discharge fill or dredge material or otherwise adversely modify
wetlands or other waters of the United States. The Corps implements the federal
policy embodied in Executive Order 11990, which, when implemented, is intended to
result in no net loss of wetlands values or acres. In achieving the goals of the Clean
Water Act, USACE seeks to avoid adverse impacts and to offset unavoidable adverse
impacts on existing aquatic resources. Any fill or adverse modification of wetlands
may require a permit from USACE prior to the start of work. Typically, permits
issued by USACE are a condition of a project as mitigation to offset unavoidable
impacts on wetlands and other waters of the U.S. in a manner that achieves the goal
of no net loss of wetland acres or values.

Perennial and intermittent streams also fall under the jurisdiction of the California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG). Sections 1601-1603 of the Fish and Game
Code (Streambed Alteration Agreements) gives the CDFG regulatory authority over
work within the stream zone (which could extend to the edge of the riparian habitat)
consisting of, but not limited to, the diversion or obstruction of the natural flow or
changes in the channel, bed, or bank of any river, stream or lake.

No watercourses that occur in the study area have been identified positively as waters
of the U.S. and do not fall under the jurisdiction of the USACE.

Estimate of the Concentration (ppb) and Load (Ibs./day) From Non-point and
Point Source Discharges

Estimating the mass of pollutant loads transferred to a water body requires knowledge
of surface water runoff volume, discharge location, and pollutant load sources for a
given area. Pollutants transferred out of the study area by wet weather flows are the
result of non-point pollution sources. The most accurate method to estimate pollutant
loads for this type of pollution would be to collect and analyze samples of runoff
directly from the project site. However, because pollutant concentrations in storm
water runoff vary based on a number of short and long-term seasonal factors,
including total rainfall, storm duration, intensity, and frequency among others, several
years of data are typically required to collect a sufficient number of samples to
produce statistically significant results. Alternately, pollutant loads can be assessed on
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an average annual basis using average pollutant concentration data from other
published water quality investigations if available. Data was collected by the Caltrans
Headquarters Environmental Engineering Unit, from various highway facilities, and
represents constituents typically found in highway runoff. This data was then used to
develop a "Water Quality Planning Tool" to estimate water quality of highway runoff.

Activities associated with pollutants discharged through dry weather flows would be
limited to landscape irrigation. The majority of the irrigation water should be
absorbed into the freeway slopes or at the bottom of fill. Therefore dry weather flows
should not increase as a result of this project. As a result this impact would be less
than significant

Estimates of the Amount of Runoff Generated by the Project During Wet and
Dry Seasons (i.e. weather)

The project area contains an existing 8.17 paved acres. The amount of area to be
paved by this project is 2.03 acres. Paved areas are considered to be 95 to 100 percent
impervious based on Caltrans Highway Design Manual. Therefore, there should be a
minimal increase in the amount of wet weather flows (runoff) experienced from this
project.

Dry-weather flows are usually low-volume flows not resulting from precipitation.
The quality of these flows is largely a function of the flow source, rather than the land
uses the flows contact en route to the receiving body. Because dry-weather flows
cannot be quantified, the analysis of dry weather flows is limited to the identification
of factors that are likely to increase or decrease their occurrence. Sources of pollution
potentially resulting in dry weather flows should be evaluated by projecting the
activities to occur within the project limits.

This project would not increase activities corresponding with dry weather flows.
Therefore, there should be no increase of dry weather flows.

Estimates of the amount of increased or decreased percolation due to the project
The "Basin Plan" of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board - Los
Angeles Region 4 identifies the project to be within the Los Angeles Coastal and San
Fernando Valley Groundwater Basins. Hydrologic Sub Area 405.21 has a watershed
of 185,828 acres. However, groundwater storage and groundwater elevations beneath
the project boundaries should not substantially change.

This project consists of adding on and off-ramps to the Rocky Peak Road, which
consists of compacted base material. Since compacted base material is considered to
be 90 percent impervious and paved areas are considered to be 95 to 100 percent
imperviousness, there should not be a substantial change in percolation due to the
project. The existing paved project area of 8.17 acres represents 0.0044 percent of the
watershed. The final paved project area would be 10.2 acres and represent 0.005488
percent of the watershed. There is a minimal change in the surface water runoff.
Therefore, conversely it can be concluded that there should also be a minimal change
in percolation.
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Estimates of the Net Change in Cubic Feet Per Second of Groundwater and
Surface Water Contributions Under Historic Drought Conditions as Compiled
by Local Water Purveyors, the Department of Water Resources, and 10-Year,
50-Year, and 100-Year Flood Conditions

Wet-weather flows should have a minimal increase. The coefficient of
imperviousness is considered to be 90 percent based on Caltrans Highway Design
Manual. Paved areas are considered to be 95 to 100 percent impervious. The amount
of compacted material that would be paved or improved by this project is 2.03 acres.

Since the project is approximately 1.0 kilometer in length, and the freeway drainage
systems outfall to numerous different watercourses, it is impossible to calculate a
singular value for each of the changes in Q(10), Q(50), and Q(100) events.
Alternatively a change in the runoff per acre would be a more practical and realistic
approach to take. Based on this approach and using the Rational Equation with values
of C=.90 for unpaved median and C=1.0 for paved median, the increase in surface
water flow rates were estimated to be:

Q10 =10.000306 cfs/acre Q50 =0.000409 cfs/acre QI00 = 0.000475 cfs/acre

The net change in cubic feet per second of groundwater contributions should be less
than significant since most of the rainfall associated within existing site conditions is
direct runoff and not percolation. The project's scope of work is to add on and-off
ramps to the Rocky Peak Road access to Route 118. A total of 2.03 acres of
additional paved area is being added to the project site. This change would represent
less than a 0.012 percent addition in the total surface runoff/groundwater inflows
estimated and would not substantially change groundwater storage or groundwater
elevations beneath the project boundaries.

The proposed project is not within a 100-year flood hazard area and would not place
structures within a 100-year flood hazard area. As shown in Figure 3-2 Flood
Insurance Rate Map, the project site would be located within Zone C, which is
identified as areas of minimal flooding identified by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA). Hydrology and water quality should not be affected
by the construction of the proposed project. This project would not materially change
existing drainage patterns. Runoff volumes are not expected to adversely change
since there would be little increase in impervious areas for surface runoff.

With the implementation of the following measures there would be no potential for
adverse effects on the environment.

Measures to Minimize Harm:

e A Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and erosion control plan shall
be provided by the contractor. The plans must be approved by the Resident
Engineer and submitted for approval to the Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB).

e Caltrans BMPs shall be implemented to the maximum extent practical.

References: (ND/FONSI 07-VEN-118 Widening From Tapo Canyon to the Ventura/Los Angeles

County Line in Simi Valley, County of Ventura, Physical Environment Report October 2001), Storm
Water Unit (NPDES) Report (February 2002)
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Figure 3-2 Flood Insurance Rate Map
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CEQA
3.2.9 Land Use and Planning: Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Would the project: Significant Significant Significant Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation

a)  Physically divide an [] L] L] X
established community?
b) Conflict with any applicable [] [] L] X

land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the
general plan, specific plan, local
coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating
an environmental effect?

c¢) Conflict with any applicable [] [] L] X
habitat conservation plan or

natural community conservation

plan?

Compatibility issues were analyzed by assessing the proposed uses relative to the
current and planned land uses in the site vicinity. Impacts relating to compatibility of
the proposed land uses with one another and with adjacent uses are considered
significant if project implementation would create considerable physical conflicts,
such as visual, noise, air quality, or safety concerns.

The proposed project would not divide an established community or conflict with any
applicable land use plan, natural community conservation plan, policy or regulation
of an agency with jurisdiction over the project adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect. The project is consistent with the 1988 Simi
Valley General Plan, Ventura County General Plan and the Southern California
Association of Government’s (SCAG) Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide.

Measures to Minimize Harm: None required. |

References: 1988 Simi Valley General Plan; Ventura County General Plan
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CEQA
3.2.10 Mineral Resources: Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Would the project: Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation

a) Result in the loss of [] [] [] X
availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the
state?

[] [] [] X

b) Result in the loss of
availability of a locally important
mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general
plan, specific plan or other land
use plan?

The project would not represent any unique demand on energy and fuel resources.
Due to the nature of the project, there should be no adverse impact to mineral

resources.

Measures to Minimize Harm: None required.

Resources: ND/FONSI 07-VEN-118 Widening From Tapo Canyon to the Ventura/Los Angeles County

Line in Simi Valley, County of Ventura
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CEQA

3.2.11 Noise: Potentially Less Than Less Than No

Would the project result in: Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
a) Exposure of persons to or [] L] L] X

generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in
the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards
of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or [] L] L] X
generation of excessive

groundborne vibration or

groundborne noise levels?

c) A substantial permanent [] [] [] X
increase in ambient noise levels in

the project vicinity above levels

existing without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or [] [] [] X
periodic increase in ambient noise

levels in the project vicinity

above levels existing without the

project?

e) For a project located within an [] L] L] X
airport land use plan or, where

such a plan has not been adopted,

within two miles of a public

airport or public use airport,

would the project expose people

residing or working in the project

area to excessive noise levels?

f) For a project within the vicinity ] ] ] <
of a private airstrip, would the

project expose people residing or

working in the project area to

excessive noise levels?

The proposed project is not located in the vicinity of an airport or private airstrip.
During the construction phase of the project, noise from construction activities may
intermediately dominate the noise environment in the immediate area of construction.
Construction noise is regulated by Caltrans standard specifications, Section 7-1.011,
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“Sound Control Requirements”. No adverse noise impacts from construction are
anticipated.

Federal Policies: This project has been classified as a Type 1 project as defined in
the Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol (TNAP) for new highway construction and
reconstruction projects. A Type 1 project is defined in 23CFR772 as a proposed
Federal or Federal-aid highway project for the construction of a highway which
significantly changes either the horizontal or vertical alignment, or increases the
number of through-traffic lanes. Caltrans extends this definition to State-funded
highway projects and adds the FHWA interpretation of the above definition.

Under NEPA, impacts must be identified and incorporated into the Environmental
Document, including the impacts for which no or only partial mitigation is possible.
The FHWA regulations constitute the Federal Noise Standard. Projects complying
with this Standard are also in compliance with the requirements stemming from
NEPA. Under FHWA, regulations (23CFR772), noise abatement must be considered
for Type 1 projects when the project results in a substantial noise increase, or when
the predicted noise levels approach or exceed the Noise Abatement Criteria (NAC).
The NAC for various activity categories is given in Table 3.2.

State Policies: Under CEQA, a substantial noise increase may result in a significant
adverse environmental effect and, if so, must be mitigated or identified as a noise
impact for which it is likely that no, or only partial abatement measures are available
and be incorporated into the Environmental Document.

Traffic Noise Protocol: The Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol applies to all new
highway construction and reconstruction projects. It specifies the policies, procedures
and practices to be used by agencies that sponsor such projects. The highway noise
analysis and abatement requirements specified in the Protocol are the same as those
specified in CEQA, NEPA, 23CFR772 and Section 216 of the Streets and Highway
Code.

According to the Protocol, a noise increase is substantial when the predicted noise
levels with the project exceed existing noise levels with the project approach within 1
dBA, or exceed NAC.

Noise-Sensitive Receptors/Conclusion: Although noise-sensitive receptors in the
project vicinity include single-family residences and park land, the Traffic Noise
Analysis (2002) indicates that the residential area would not be impacted if the
proposed project were completed according to CEQA, NEPA, 23CFR772 and Section
216 of the Streets and Highway Code. The existing noise level is 60 dBA and the
future worst-hour noise level after completion of the project is predicted to be 61
dBA. The predicted future noise levels do not approach or exceed the Noise
Abatement Criteria of 67 dBA; therefore, the area would not be impacted by the
freeway traffic noise after completion of the project. Since no traffic noise impacts
have been identified, noise abatement has not been considered for this project. (See
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Appendix D for Noise Measurement Site Map and Appendix E for Sound Pressure
Table)

With the implementation of the following measures there would be no potential for
adverse effects on the environment.

Measures to Minimize Harm:

e C(Caltrans Best Management Practices (BMPs) shall be implemented to the
maximum extent practical.

e All equipment shall have sound control devices in accordance with equipment
manual requirements.

e The contractor shall implement appropriate additional noise measures including,
but not limited to:

» Changing the location of stationary construction equipment.
» Turning off idling equipment.

» Rescheduling construction activity.

>

Notifying adjacent residents in advance of construction work or installing
acoustic barriers around stationary construction noise source.

References: Traffic Noise Study, January 2002

Table 3-2 Noise Abatement Criteria/Federal Highway Administration

Category Land Use Leq,
dBA
Tracts of land in which serenity and quiet are of extraordinary
significance and serve an important public need and where the 57
A preservation of those qualities is essential if the area is to (Exterior)

continue to serve its purpose, i.e. amphitheaters, parks and
open spaces.
Picnic areas, recreation areas, playgrounds, active sports

B areas, parks, residences, motels, hotels, schools, churches, 67
libraries, and hospitals. (Exterior)
c Developed lands, properties or activities not included in 72
Categories A or B above. (Exterior)
D Undeveloped Lands ---
Residences, motels, hotels, public meeting rooms, schools,
E churches, libraries, hospitals and auditoriums. 52
(Interior)
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CEQA
3.2.12 Population and Housing: Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Would the project: Significant  Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
a) Induce substantial population [] [] [] X

growth in an area, either directly
(for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers [] L] L] X
of existing housing, necessitating

the construction of replacement

housing elsewhere?

c¢) Displace substantial numbers [] L] L] X
of people, necessitating the

construction of replacement

housing elsewhere?

The purpose of the proposed project is to provide access for emergency vehicles,
increase safety, and allow commuters to use Santa Susana Pass Road as an alternate
route in case of freeway closures. The proposed project would not induce population
growth in the area, but would accommodate any planned development. The project is
consistent with the growth and planning goals of the local jurisdiction and with “pre-
existing” planned growth in the area. The project would not require acquisition of
property; therefore, there would be no displacement.

Environmental Justice

This project has been developed in accordance with the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and
Executive Order 12898, “Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice and
Minority Populations and Low Income Populations.” The Executive Order requires
each federal agency, or its designee, to take the appropriate and necessary steps to
identify and address ‘disproportionately high and adverse’ effects of federal projects
on minority and low-income populations.

Title VI (Appendix A) requires that no person, because of race, color, religion,
national origin, sex, age or handicap, be excluded from participation in, denied
benefits of or be subjected to discrimination by any federal aid activity. Executive
Order 12898 broadens this requirement to mandate that disproportionately high and
adverse health or environmental impacts to minority or low-income populations be
avoided or minimized to the extent possible.
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Measures to Minimize Harm: None required.

References: ND/FONSI 07-VEN-118 Widening From Tapo Canyon to the Ventura/Los Angeles County
Line in Simi Valley, County of Ventura

CEQA
3.2.13 Public Services: Potentially Less Than  Less No
Would the project result in substantial Significant Significant Than  Impact
adverse physical impacts associated with the Impact  with  Significa

. . . Mitigati tl t
provision of new or physically altered figation ot tmpac

governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for any of the
public services:

Fire protection? L] L] X []
Police protection? L] L] X L]
Schools? L] L] [] X
Parks? L] L] [] X
Other public facilities? L] L] [] X

The project area borders the Corriganville Regional Park (part of the Rancho Simi
Recreation and Park District) and Rocky Peak Park. Other surrounding parks include
Santa Susana Pass State Park, Chatsworth Park, White Oaks Park, Hialeah Springs,
and Hummingbird Ranch. There are no schools in the vicinity of the proposed
project.

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 prohibits the Secretary
of Transportation from approving any program or project which:

“Requires the use of any publicly owned land from a park, recreational area or
wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state or local significance as determined
by federal, state or local officials having jurisdiction thereof, or any land from an
historic site of national, state or local significance as so determined by such
officials unless there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the use of such land,
and such program includes all possible planning to minimize harm to such park,
recreational area, wildlife and waterfowl refuge or historic site resulting from such
use.”

Source: Department of Transportation Act of 1983, 49 U.S.C. Section 21
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Section 4(f) also requires consultation with the Department of the Interior, and as
appropriate, other federal agencies, in developing transportation projects and
programs using land protected by Section 4(f).

Conclusion: The proposed project would not require the use of any publicly owned
land from a park, recreational area, historic site, wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or any
land protected by Section 4(f) that is of national, state or local significance as
determined by federal, state or local officials. The proposed project would not cause
an increase in the use of existing recreational facilities in the project area.

Currently, emergency vehicles responding to accidents between Kuehner Drive and
Rocky Peak Road on WB SR 118 would have to travel EB on SR 118 to Topanga
Canyon Boulevard, exit and return on WB SR 118 to access the site. The project
would not adversely impact public services. The project would benefit emergency
response facilities by:

e Reducing response times to vehicle accidents on the WB SR 118 between
Rocky Peak Road and Kuehner Drive.

e Reducing response times to medical emergencies or brushfire responses in the
Rocky Peak Trail area.

e Reducing response times into the Lilac Lane, Mesa Drive and Santa Susanna
Pass regimental areas.

e Reducing response times along the entire section of SR 118 in both directions
in the event of an incorrectly reported location.

e Improving turnaround times for water shuttles in the area during wildland
fires.

e Improving turnaround times for Ventura County Fire equipment that are
canceled while responding up the grade into Los Angeles City/Los Angeles
County Mutual Aid Response Zone.

Decreasing ambulance transport times to local hospitals.

Providing a safer route for responding to calls in the Rocky Peak area.
Providing a point to re-direct EB traffic in the event of a problem between
Rocky Peak & Topanga Canyon.

Measures to Minimize Harm: None required.

References: Simi Valley Fire Station 43Memo
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CEQA
3.2.14 Recreation: Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
a) Would the project increase the [] [] L] X
use of existing neighborhood and
regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration
of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?
b) Does the project include [ [] [] X

recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of
recreational  facilities,  which
might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment?

The project area borders the Corriganville Regional Park (part of the Rancho Simi
Recreation and Park District) and Rocky Peak Park. Other surrounding parks include
Santa Susana Pass State Park, Chatsworth Park, and Hialeah Springs.

The proposed project would not cause an increase in the use of existing recreational
facilities in the project area but rather accommodate future use from traffic that
Ventura County’s growth forecasts predict for 2025. There would be no impacts to
parks or recreation. Please see Section 3.2.13 Public Services for an in depth
discussion on effects to the neighboring parks.

Measures to Minimize Harm: None required.

References: Ventura County General Plan
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CEQA

3.2.15 Transportation/Traffic: Potentially Less Than Less Than

Would the project: Significant Significant Significant
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

a) Cause an increase in traffic, which [] [] []

is substantial in relation to the

existing traffic load and capacity of

the street system (i.e., result in a

substantial increase in either the

number of vehicle trips, the volume to

capacity ratio on roads, or congestion

at intersections)?

b) Exceed, either individually or [] [] []
cumulatively, a level of service

standard established by the county

congestion management agency for

designated roads or highways?

¢) Result in a change in air traffic [] [] L]
patterns, including either an increase

in traffic levels or a change in

location that results in substantial

safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due [] L] []
to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves

or dangerous intersections) or

incompatible uses (e.g., farm

equipment)?

e) Result in inadequate emergency [] [] L]
access?

f) Result in inadequate parking [] [] L]
capacity?

g) Conflict with adopted policies, [] [] L]
plans, or programs supporting

alternative transportation (e.g., bus

turnouts, bicycle racks)?

Traffic

No
Impact

X

According to National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) law and litigation,
temporary environmental effects, including temporary disruption due to construction
activities, are not substantial effects.
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The project would not increase traffic on SR 118 but instead would accommodate
traffic that Ventura County’s growth forecasts predict for the year 2025. It would not
substantially impact the level of service, circulation patterns, emergency access, or
alternative transportation.

The ability of an intersection to accommodate traffic is measured in terms of Level
of Service (LOS). LOS for intersections is defined in terms of control delay. Control
delay includes initial deceleration delay, queue move-up time, stopped delay and final
acceleration delay. Specifically, LOS criteria for traffic signals are stated in average
control delay, per vehicle. The criteria for signalized and unsignalized intersections
are given in Table 3-3.

Table 3-3 LOS Criteria for Signalized and Unsignalized Intersections

LOS SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS
Control Delay per Vehicle (seconds/vehicle) | Control Delay per Vehicle (seconds/vehicle)
A <10 0-10
B 10-20 10-15
C 20-35 15-25
D 35-55 25-35
E 55-80 35-50
F 80 >50

Highway Capacity Manual 2000

Project impacts to surface streets and intersections near the project were analyzed in a
November 2002 Traffic Study for the existing year and 2025 with and without the
proposed project. The TRAFFIX software was used to perform the analysis for
surface streets. The intersection analysis was performed utilizing the 2000 Highway
Capacity Manual methodologies for signalized and unsignalized intersections. The
intersections selected were determined to be those intersections most likely to be
affected by changes in traffic patterns that would result from completion of the
proposed project. The intersections were analyzed for weekday AM and PM peak
hours. See Table 3-4.

As shown in Table 3-4, there are large increases in delay at the intersections of
Topanga Canyon Boulevard and Box Canyon Road with Santa Susana Pass Road
with or without the project. This is due to increased traffic resulting from projected
growth in the area.

There would also be increased delay at the Rocky Peak/Santa Susana Road
intersection with the project. The delay at this intersection would result from traffic
queuing behind vehicles turning left from eastbound Santa Susana Pass Road and
right from westbound Santa Susana Pass Road. This delay could be mitigated by the
addition of turn pockets at the intersection. This intersection improvement would be
done as a separate project sponsored by Caltrans and Ventura County Transportation
Commission when traffic volumes increased.
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Table 3-4 Summary of Peak Hour Intersection Performance
(Existing & Year 2025 Conditions)

YEAR 2025 PROJECTION
EXISTING NO BUILD BUILD
INTERSECTIONS
AM PM AM PM AM PM

DELAY | DELAY | DELAY DELAY DELAY DELAY
Santa Susana Pass Rd. A A F B F B
/Topanga Canyon Blvd. 5.6 sec. 3.6 sec. 82.1 sec. 19.6 sec. 86.5 sec. 16.1 sec.
Santa Susana Pass Rd. B B B B B B
/Redmesa Dr. 10.4 sec. | 10.4sec. | 12.0 sec. 11.9sec. | 13.8 sec. 12.5 sec.
Santa Susana Pass Rd. A A B B F B
/Rocky Peak Road 9.3 sec. 9.6 sec. 10.3 sec. 10.6 sec. 61.9 sec. 12.5 sec.
Santa Susana Pass Rd. B B C B C B
/Lilac Ln. 12.4 sec. | 10.0sec. | 16.7 sec. 11.1 sec. 17.1 sec. 11.3 sec.
Santa Susana Pass Rd. B C D F D F
/Box Canyon Rd. 148 sec. | 21.0sec. | 30.6sec. | 162.0sec. | 31.1sec. | 175.5 sec.

Source: Traffic Study (Katz, Okitsu & Associates, November 2002)

Parking

“No Parking” signs are clearly posted throughout the project limits; therefore parking

would not be affected.
Pedestrians and Bicycles

Pedestrian and bicycle counts have been conducted to determine present and future
pedestrian safety issues. As a result of these counts it has been determined that a
sidewalk is warranted.

Mitigation Measures:
e A pedestrian walkway would be installed on the Rocky Peak Overcrossing.

e The Santa Susana Pass Road/Rocky Peak Road intersection would be improved
by a separate project to be developed when traffic volumes increase.

References: Ventura County General Plan, 1988 Simi Valley General Plan, Traffic Study, Nov 2002,
Traffic Study (Katz, Okitsu & Associates, November 2002)
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CEQA

3.2.16 Utilities and Service Systems: Potentially Less Than Less Than  No
Would the project: Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
a) Exceed wastewater treatment [] L] L] X
requirements of the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of L] L] X []
new water or wastewater treatment facilities

or expansion of existing facilities, the

construction of which could cause

significant environmental effects?

c¢) Require or result in the construction of [] L] L] X
new storm water drainage facilities or

expansion of existing facilities, the

construction of which could cause

significant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to [] [] L] X
serve the project from existing entitlements

and resources, or are new or expanded

entitlements needed?

e) Result in a determination by the L] L] [] X
wastewater treatment provider, which serves

or may serve the project that it has adequate

capacity to serve the projects projected

demand in addition to the providers existing

commitments?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient [] [] [] X
permitted capacity to accommodate the
projects solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local [] L] L] X
statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?

Drainage facilities would be modified to accommodate the proposed project.
Drainage patterns would continue to flow in a similar fashion and flow into the same
location. Due to the nature of the project drainage would not be adversely affected.

Measures to Minimize Harm: None required

References: Storm Water Unit (NPDES) Report (February 2002)
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Chapter 3 Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Mitigation

CEQA

3.2.17 Mandatory Findings of
Significance:

a) Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods
of California history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively
considerable") means that the
incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection
with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects)?

¢) Does the project have environmental
effects, which would cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?

Potentially Less Than
Significant Significant

Impact with
Mitigation

[] X

[] X

[] []

Potentially Significant and Cumulative Impacts
The following discussion describes the potentially significant and cumulative impacts
of the project if measures to minimize harm are not incorporated. The CEQA
Guidelines, Section 15130, states that "cumulative impacts shall be discussed when
they are significant. The discussion of cumulative impacts shall reflect the severity of
the impacts and their likelihood of occurrence, but the discussion need not provide as
great detail as is provided of the effects attributable to the project alone." As stated in
Section 15355 of the State California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines:

Less Than No
Significant  Impact
Impact

[ [
[ [
[ =

“Cumulative impacts refers to two or more individual effects which, when
considered together, are considerable or which compound or increase other

environmental impacts.”

(a) The individual effects may be changes resulting from a single project or a

number of separate projects.

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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(b) The cumulative impact from several projects is the change in the
environment that results from the incremental impact of the project when added
to other closely related past, present, and reasonably foreseeable probably
future projects. Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor but
collectively significant projects taking place over a period of time.

In accordance with NEPA 40 CFR 1508.7, cumulative effects “which result from the
incremental consequences of an action when added to other past and reasonably
foreseeable future actions” shall be discussed.

1.

2.

Aesthetics: The proposed project involves the construction of the EB off-ramp
and WB on-ramp on SR 118 at Rocky Peak Road Overcrossing. The initial
Biadogyfoi ihepeo rach s cal isaggrenits anFxgtargpntativkd g eatradors hoafl ¢ aeneats
thheBarfeasmbiee lgrishmenS imadsc agndg Ssinda |} onmsasViafunttiner segds. Thalpfoyoct
StatdPaock ceptaterttatovensatahiae nestlyetiativepacimals can be found in the area.
This area provides wildlife movement between the Simi Hills to the south and the
Santa Susana Mountains to the north. This wildlife corridor is listed in the top ten
priority corridors in Southern California.

The undeveloped area surrounding Rocky Peak Road is slowly becoming
encroached upon by urban developments from Simi Valley as well as the San
Fernando Valley. This linkage area can be described as a choke point specifically
because of the surrounding urbanization. The other projects in the surrounding
area heighten the cumulative impacts associated with wildlife movement. Alamos
Canyon has also been characterized as an important wildlife corridor. The
proposed underpass reopening would compromise if not altogether eliminate an
important wildlife corridor. The compounded effect of the construction of the
proposed project, impacts to the Alamos Canyon corridor and the increased traffic
levels that Ventura County’s growth forecasts predict on Rocky Peak Road could
result in impacts to wildlife movement between the Simi Hills and the Santa
Susana Mountains. Of the seven wildlife corridors along SR 118 in Simi Valley,
only two are open air corridors (see Figure 3-3). Most of the wildlife corridors
are pipes/culverts. Rocky Peak Road is the only open air corridor that is an
overpass. It has been stated that large carnivores are less likely to use culvert/pipe
undercrossings as opposed to open-air underpasses/overcrossings. It is also
recognized that large carnivores are especially sensitive to isolation or
fragmentation and prefer areas of natural habitat/vegetation. This project along
with projected increased traffic and surrounding developments would result in the
elimination of the only overpass with suitable habitat surroundings in the area.
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Figure 3-3 Wildlife Corridors Map
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Source: United States Department of the Interior, National Parks Service, SAMO January 2000.

The project would be carried out utilizing appropriate measures to avoid and
minimize impacts to sensitive species, habitats and other resources. Long-term
impacts would not occur as a result of implemented measures; short-term impacts
would be minimized to the greatest extent practicable and mitigated where
possible. Based on the information collected during the public circulation period,
project impacts appear minimal. However, Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive
wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of State Route 118 to determine corridor
locations between the Santa Susanna Mountains and the Simi Hills. A multi-
agency task force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the National Park
Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature Conservancy has
been developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors. Caltrans is committed to
mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in developing an in-lieu fee
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program to fund appropriate measures for them. Caltrans would contribute
$200,000 to the in-lieu fee program for potential impacts related to this project.

The removal of native plants would be mitigated on-site and off-site. On-site
measures to minimize harm would be conducted to the greatest extent possible. A
parcel would be acquired in cooperation with the Santa Monica Mountains
Conservancy for off-site measures to minimize harm (see Figure 1-2). Caltrans
would contribute $10,000 for the purchase of the selected parcel.

Geology and Soils: Seismic hazards are expected throughout California, including
the displacement/ground rupture, seismic ground shaking, liquefaction,
differential settlement, subsidence and landslides. The project would not increase
or decrease these hazards, nor would it introduce additional population into an
area where these hazards exist. Thus, the project would not contribute to
cumulative geological or soils impacts.

Public Services: The purpose of the project is to improve safety, reduce response
times for emergency vehicles responding to calls on WB SR 118, allow
commuters to use Santa Susana Pass Road as an alternate route in case of freeway
closures and to conform to state, regional and local plans and policies. Therefore,
this project would have a positive impact to the existing public facilities in the
area. The project would not contribute to cumulative impacts to public services.

Utilities and Services: Drainage facilities would be modified to accommodate the
proposed project. However, drainage patterns would continue to flow in a similar
fashion and flow into the same location. Therefore, the project would not
contribute to cumulative impacts to utilities and services.

Conclusion
Construction and operation of the proposed project would not have substantial
adverse effects.
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4.1 Scoping

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) regulations do not require formal scoping for projects where an Initial
Study/Environmental Assessment is prepared. However, a 30-day scoping period took
place to ensure that all concerns were presented for consideration and inclusion in the
environmental studies. Scoping letters were mailed on December 11, 2001, (Appendix
B) to elected officials, government agencies and concerned individuals who had
expressed interest earlier in the process. The deadline for submittal of responses to
Caltrans was set for January 12, 2002; however, all responses received after that date
were reviewed. A summary of the comments and the comment letters is included in
Appendix C. The following issues were identified in the scoping process:

¢ Biological Resources e Drainage/Hydrology
e Cultural and Historic Resources e Transportation/Circulation

4.2 Public Circulation

Caltrans circulated the Environmental Assessment/ Initial Study (EA/IS) for the Rocky
Peak Road Ramps Project for public review between May 20, 2002 and July 8, 2002 to
elected officials, governmental agencies and other interested parties surrounding the
project (see Section 6.1, Mailing List). Public Hearing notices were mailed on May 14,
2002 to elected officials, governmental agencies and other individuals (see Appendix
G). The public notice was published in the following newspapers:

Newspaper Dates Published Translation
Vida May 30, 2002 and June 20, 2002 Spanish
L.A. County Times (San May 25, 2002 and June 19, 2002 English
Fernando Valley Edition)
Ventura County Star May 25, 2002 and June 19, 2002 English
L.A. Watts Times, Inc. June 13, 2002 and June 20, 2002 English

Caltrans conducted an Open Forum Hearing at the City Hall in the City of Simi Valley
on June 26, 2002. During the hearing, comment cards were passed out and collected.
The deadline for submittal of comments to Caltrans was July 8, 2002; however,
comments were accepted through July 16, 2002. Comments received and their
responses are contained in Appendix I. There has been both support and opposition for
this project from elected officials and the affected communities. Those opposing the
project generally cited concerns of increased traffic, increased noise, wildlife disruption
and costs of measures to minimize harm. Caltrans Project Development compiled
comments from the Open Forum Hearing in the Record of Public Hearing.
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The Final Environmental Document will be distributed to all those making comments
on the Draft Environmental Document.
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List of Preparers

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) prepared this Environmental
Assessment/Initial Study (EA/IS). The following Caltrans staff prepared this EA/IS:

Name
Cathy Wright

Cherylann L. Henderson

Aaron P. Burton
Edward T. Boll

Gary Iverson
Barbara Sylvia

Andrea Morrison
Paul Caron

Amy Pettler
Jerrel Kam

George Ghebranious
Hamy Messiha

Jin S. Lee
Arnold Barmar
Fouad E. Abdelkerim

Reza Fateh

Hoa Luu

Garabed Kevorkian
Trung Duong
Shirley Pak

Title/Project Assignment

Senior Environmental
Planner

Assoc. Environmental
Planner
Environmental Planner
Senior Landscape
Architect

Senior District
Archaeologist
Archaeologist

Architectural Historian
Senior District Biologist
Environmental Planner
Senior Transportation
Engineer

District Hazardous Waste
Coordinator
Transportation Engineer

Senior Transp. Engineer
Transportation Engineer
Senior Transp. Engineer

Project Manager

Transportation Engineer
Senior Transp. Engineer
Transportation Engineer
Senior Transp. Engineer

Responsibility
Document Review

Document Preparation

Document Preparation
Aesthetic Assessment

Archaeological
Assessment
Archaeological
Assessment

Architectural Assessment
Biological Assessment
Biological Assessment
Floodplain Assessment

Hazardous Waste
Assessment
Hazardous Waste
Assessment

Noise Investigations
Noise Investigations
Physical Environmental
Investigations
Project Management
Project Design
Traffic Investigations
Traffic Investigations
Water Quality
Investigations
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Chapter 6 Circulation List and Document
Availablilty

This section provides a list of public officials, agencies and organizations that received a copy
of the Environmental Assessment/ Initial Study (IS/EA) during the public circulation period.

6.1  Mailing List

6.1.1 Elected Officials

The Honorable Tom McClintock The Honorable Dianne Feinstein The Honorable Michael D.

Senator 19th Dist.- State Senate U.S. Senator Antonovich, Fifth District
223 E. Thousand Oaks Blvd., #326 11111 Santa Monica Blvd. #915 500 West Temple Street
Thousand Oaks,CA 91360 Los Angeles,CA 90025 Los Angeles, CA 90012
The Honorable Hal Bernson The Honorable Barbara Boxer Council Members
Council Dist. 12 - Los Angeles City U.S. Senator City of Simi Valley
200 North Main Street, Room 319 1700 Montgomery St Ste. 240 2929 Tapo Canyon Road
Los Angeles, CA 90012 San Francisco, CA 94111 Simi Valley, CA 93063
The Honorable James Hahn The Honorable Brad Sherman The Honorable Bill Davis
Mayor, City of Los Angeles U.S. Congressman, 24th District Mayor, City of Simi Valley
200 North Main Street 21031 Ventura Blvd., Suite 1010~ 2929 Tapo Canyon Road
Los Angeles, CA 90012 Woodland Hills, CA 91364-6400  Simi Valley, CA 93063
The Honorable Cathie Wright The Honorable Michael Feuer The Honorable Frank Schillo
California Senate-19" District L.A. County-Fith Supervisoral Ventura County Board of
2345 Erringer Road District Supervisors
Ventura, CA 93001 500 West TempleStreet 2100 E. Thousand Oaks Blvd.,
Los Angeles, CA 90012 Ste. C

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362
The Honorable Kathy I. Long The Honorable Paul Miller The Honorable John K. Flynn
Ventura Co Board of Supervisors Councilman- City of Simi Valley = Ventura Co. Board of
800 S Victoria Avenue 2929 Tapo Canyon Road Supervisors
Ventura, CA 93009 Simi Valley, CA 93009 800 S. Victoria Avenue

Ventura, CA 93009
The Honorable Judy Mikels The Honorable Elton Gallegly The Honorable Keith Richman
Fourth District, County of Ventura  U.S. Congressman, 23rd District Dist. 38 - State Legislature
3855-F Alamo Street 300 Esplande Dr, Suite 1800 10727 White Oak #124
Simi Valley, CA 93063 Oxnard,CA 93030-1261 Granada Hills, CA 91344

6.1.2  Agencies

Mike Sedell, City Manager Technical Support Division Fred Worthly

City of Simi Valley California Air Resource Board Ca. Dept. of Fish & Game
2929 Tapo Canyon Rd P.O. Box 2815 350 Golden Shore, Suite 50
Simi Valley, CA 93063 Sacramento, CA 95812 Long Beach, CA 90802
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Pam Beare, C.F. Raysbrook
California Dept. of Fish & Game
4949 Viewridge Avenue

San Diego, CA 92123

Gene Hostetler

Rancho Simi Recreation and
Park District

1692 Sycamore Drive

Simi Valley, CA 93065
Richard Baldwin

Ven. Co. Air Pollution Control Dist.

669 County Square Drive, 2nd
Floor
Ventura,CA 93003-5417

Ca. Regional Water Quality Control

Board

Elizabeth Erickson

320 W. 4" St., Suite 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013

Mzr. Eric Bergh, Manager
Calleguas Municipal WaterDistrict
2100 Olsen Road

Thousand Oaks,CA 91360

Executive Secretary

Native American Heritage Comm.
915 Capitol Mall, Room 288
Sacramento, CA 95814

Pete Nichols/Paul Spitler
California Wilderness Coalition
2655 Portage Bay East Ste 5
Davis, CA 95616

Ginger Gherardi, Exec. Director
Ventura County Assoc. of Govt’s
950 County Square Dr, Suite 207
Ventura, CA 93003

6.1.3
Businesses/Organizations

Corriganville Preservation
Committee

2277 Stinson Street

Simi Valley, CA 93065

Battlion Chief- Battalion 4
Ventura County Fire Department
1910 Church Street

Simi Valley, CA 93065

State Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

Jeffrey Smith, AICP

SCAG

818 W. 7" St. 12" Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017-3435

James A. Noyes

Director of Public Works
County of Los Angeles
900 South Fremont Ave
Alhambra, CA 91803

Tim Nanson, Director

City of Simi Valley, Public Works
2929 Tapo Canyon Rd

Simi Valley, CA 93063

Paul Edelman, Al Boughey
Santa Monica Mountains
Conservancy

5750 Ramirez Canyon Rd
Malibu, CA 90265

Ventura County Historical Society
Southern Pacific Building

100 East Main Street

Ventura, CA 93001

Dana E. Heiberg, Woody Smeck
National Park Service

Santa Monica Mountains NRA
401 West Hillcrest Drive
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360

Sierra Club-Los Padres Chapter
P.O. Box 90924

Santa Barbara, CA 93910

Ventura County Heritage Board
800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Diane Nodio, Manager

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
2493 Portola Rd, Suite B
Ventura, CA 93003

Christopher Stephens, County
Planning Director

County of Ventura

800 S Victoria Ave, L#1750
Ventura, CA 93009

Area Commander
California Highway Patrol
P.O. Box 3237
Ventura,CA 93003

Mark Pisano, Excutive Director
SCAG

818 W. 7th Street

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Dennis Dasker, Chief
LARWQCB

320 W. 4th St, Suite 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013

Arthur E. Goulet, Director
Ventura Co. Public Works
Agency

800 S. Victoria Ave
Ventura, CA 93009-1600
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6.2 Document Availablilty

The Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS is available for public review at the following
locations:

Caltrans District 7 Ventura Co. Public Works Agency Simi Valley Library
Division of Environmental Planning Transportation Department 2969 Tapo Canyon Road
120 South Spring Street Government Center Office Simi Valley, CA 93063
Los Angeles, CA 90012 800 South Victoria Avenue

Ventura, CA 93009

http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist07/pubs/enviro docs.shtml
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DFFICE OF THE HMRECTOR
1128 N STREET

I & D0 S 3mm
SACTANMENTC, CA M1 TR0
PHLESE (978) 854 3247

FAX 4914] 635500

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION @

Tuly 26, D0

TITLE ¥1
POLICY STATEMENT

The California State Depariment of Transpartation under Title V1 of the Civil Righis
At of 1964 and related statutes, ensures that no person in the Stzte of Califomia shall,
on the grounds of race, color, s2 and national origin be excluded from participalion
in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any
program or aelhity it adminisbers.

JEFF LES
Dirsctar
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Appendix B Notice of Scoping/ Initiation of
Studies Letter

STATE OF CALRTRT1A,— FULSE O, TSI TR AT S R ety Sl [ss s Sacvniied
DEFARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DEETRICT 7, 123 300TH SFRITHG STREET
LAO8 ANGELEE. Tk 20023506
T (21 5) #81-6610
PR kY e
D vmargs. aTckomn
Dieceminer |1, 2000 Fule:07-WEN-118 BF 515521

Constnl EB O11-ramp and
WH On-ramp 1o Rocky Peak
Road Inderchange

Riezponsshle Agencies, Beview Apenciss, Trustes Apencias,
and Individuaks interested in the propased project

The Calsformin. Depanmest of Trmspartation: (Calirmans) is inthating stodies For improvemonts o e
imterchange of State Highwey Roate 113 853 Rocky Peak Read it the Connty of Vemurs. The progessd
EprvaEReE nclnde:

- Adding an castheemd single ke aflrump an the wei-half of Stae Roure 118 md Rocky Peak

Road interekatige.

- Adding « westbound singde Tare or-renp of the wesi-hall of State foute 1EE and Rocky Peak
Road interchanses.

. Iretalling a remp-neter i the wesihound on-raenp.

A graphical represemtstion of the propasal 15 ablachal

Prilamimary cevironmeninl resource stndies indicate that the: sppropeiate envircnmental docament far
this propect would be an Injtel SsdyEnvironmestal Assessnvent that could lesd v a Malgaiad Megative
Declamtion/Finding of Mo Stpnificant Inpel [MNDVFONST

Plesss advise ug within 2 days from the date of thas notoe if you hawve xisting fecilitbes or plan
developanent in the study area. Dunng the course of this eudy, Caltrang will work closely with all
agenciss and their siaff bo exchange idess, assire thit all perfisent faciors are comsidersd, and develop
mitigation |hat might affied & munglly scceptable sohubon.. Calicns wiald wekome any athet
GottimiEle OF BEggestions you may have conseming. pobetial seclal, econgmmie; and environmental
irnpacis along the FRoute 155 praject lamiss,

I reguested, a pablic hearing will be hold fo discies fhe paject stodies when safficient mmginesing,
envirammentsl and soeloesonomic duin has been developed. The pubdic bearing will be pubficized mnd
wom willl he nodified in advance ef the time ani ko,

SCalrarr syproses reotekly asraan CaklEen”
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Please sepd your writien comments by Janmuery 12, 2002 %a:

Ronald J, Kesinsid, Deputy District Trinecior
Davision of Environmental Plamming, Mail Stop L&A
Ciliformia Department of Transporiaton

L2 Baath Sprmg Sine

Lot Angeles, OA 0001 2-3606

Aitention: Cherylann L. Henderson

I you bave sy questions, plense contact Chervlssm 1. Hemderson ar (213 B9T-90A5  (email:
cheryl hendersonimidotce sovi  Caltrans would like b thank you fie your mberest in thes mpoetam
transponation study.

Sirgersiy,

Foa Kedinski, Depaty Digtrict Dinector
Davtaion of Envirctmcnial Plansing

stachment

ST £ S s, Dok aeraes Colfaneo”

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS



Appendix C Scoping Comments Received

Correspondent Key Comments Addressed
California Regional A request for additional information regarding the project and Section 3.2.8
Water Quality how it may influence water quality
Control Board
Department of Fish A complete, recent assessment of the flora and fauna within and | Chapter 2
and Game adjacent to the project area should be performed. .

Section 3.2.4

A thorough discussion of direct, indirect and cumulative

impacts should be performed.

A range of alternatives should be analyzed.

A California Endangered Species Act Permit may be necessary.
Department of the The project may diminish the value of the Rocky Peak Section 3.2.4
Interior Overcrossing as a wildlife corridor. A wildlife bridge should be

proposed.

A program should be implemented to track wildlife movement.
Rancho Simi The project may reduce accessibility to Rocky Peak Park. Section 3.2.4

Recreation and Park
District

Loss of parking

The project may diminish the value of the Rocky Peak
Overcrossing as a wildlife corridor.

Section 3.2.13
Section 3.2.14
Section 3.2.15

Santa Monica
Mountains
Conservancy

The project may diminish the value of the Rocky Peak
Overcrossing as a wildlife corridor.

The project may reduce accessibility to Rocky Peak Park.

Section 3.2.4

Section 3.2.13
Section 3.2.14
Section 3.1.15

City of Simi Valley

The area of potential effect should be surveyed for vegetation
that is considered endangered, rare, and a “species of concern.”

Pedestrian safety should be examined.

Section 3.2.4
Section 3.2.15

Southern California Appropriate SCAG policies be properly cited Section 3.2.3
Association of

Governments

Ventura County Air The district recommends that conditions be placed to minimize | Section 3.2.3
Pollution Control fugitive dust and particulate matter.

District

Ventura County, No air quality impacts are anticipated. Section 3.2.3

Public Works
Agency

The project may induce population growth.

Section 3.2.12

Fire Station 43,
Captain Frank
McGrath

The completion of the proposed project is essential to the
station’s emergency response times.

Section 3.2.13
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board

e California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Hickar 13 W, Aok s, St SO0, Lo Arngries. Califoermn Girmy Dl
S S Pl [213) F18-5800  FAX (JUT) STE-S50 g Tavarmor
eyt Lrwrm adbdain b wwivhiia g wh
Fraii e
lanuary |5, 2002

e COPY

Los Angeles, CA 50012

RE: CEQA DOCUMENTATION FOR FROTECT BN THE SANTA CLARA WATERSHED
Project: Sl Bouses 118 Interohange ispravements al Rocky Peak Road Overerssing

We appreniate the apportanity in commens on the CEQA dstumentition for the sbove-mennsned
prajest. hThm:uuﬂpﬂh;mmwmﬂ_—um
in Aachment m

The project site lies i the Sarts Clars watesvhed (il was listed x impiired parvmnt 1o Secoon
30 ) of the Clean Water Adt. wmawa&ﬁuumm
inzlude mestiess s their edfects, salis, coisform bacteris, ind hemkic pesticades. The Los Angeles
Rerggicmal Water Quslity Central Boand will be developing Totl Maximus Daily Loads (THDLs) for the
wterihed, but the propesed prefect i expecied 1o proceed before applicable TMDLs sce sdopted. In the
irnzries, the Regional Board must carefully evaluste te potentisl impects of new peojects 15t may
darharge o impmaired nterbodies.

Ohar rview of your docussentation shows that it does not nclade information on bow this project will
chargn the loading of these pollutasts inty the wotershed. Plesse peovide the following additional
mSrmation for both the construction snd aperational phases of the prejess.

*  For each constient lidted sbow, prowvide an estimate af the concentraton (=11}
Hmmmmﬁm:hp. ? e

*  Evtimates of the smoust of sddiSonsl ranoff pesersied by the pregees during wet and dry
iEanms

*  Estimain of the amoent of ineressed or decreased percedation dee 1 the project,

California Envireamental Protection Agency

|+ —r—
e T e Y e e e | e p———
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Pigs Zar X Famisisy L4, 2002
+  Estimates of the nel change in cobic feel per seoond of growsdwaier and murface water

contritutions ender historic drought conditions {as compibed by locel waser purveyors. the
Dpartment of Wnier Besowres, snd others), and | D-vear S0vear and 108-vear fasd

If you heave amy questions please call me w {213) 57T5-56E3,
Rinceredy,
‘ﬁfmw;'@& v,
Elimbeth Erichsos
Aasociated Geologss, TMDL Unit
Leg Angeles Regional Waber Qrality Conired Boaed

EE
Aumichments

Ce: file
Emmne Clesrisghogse (D001 121100}

Califernia Envirenmental Prowecion Agpeacy

Errpilad Fapes
Chor i I a0 provren and adinse Us gusiy of Calyirnie i e ressroer for dhr Sangl o preseer gl sy geaeninion.
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Department of Fish and Game

Bl SN Lt PR B TR
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AMD GAME

wmm
T Diagn, Calfomin 32173
A5 487420

January 1E, 2002

Chervlann L. Hendersom

(Califinin Department of Transporiation
121 5. Spring Sereel

Los Angeles, California SN 2-3606

Daar Me Henderson:

Comments o8 the Mothes of Preparation of & Draft Environmental Impact Repaort for the

SR 118 Interchange Improvements st Rocky Prak Road Overcrosming
(SCHS 28112110

The Department of Fisk and Oame (Dopartment} apprecistes (his opporiasty 10 comemnl
o the above-refieresced project relitbee o Engacts o biokegical respurces. The proposed project
will ndd en ensthoand single lane off-ramp and n westhound sngle lane oa-ramp on State

Boute |18 and Rocky Peak Road interchange. To cable Depariment sadl to adaguately review
and comiment o the proposed project, we recommend the following information be inchuded in
the Draft Kegairve Declamiion:

L A coanplete, recent aswessment of the flare and funa within and sdpcent 10 the progec

arva, with particular emphasis upan idenifying endangered, threatened, and locally unique
species and sersitiee habitats.

B A thorough recent nssessmens of rare plants and rare pbaml communities,
following the Department’s May 1984 Cuidelines {rovised Augasi 1597} for
Amsersing lipocis to Rare Planis and Rare Nuiural Comennities.

b. A corphele recen] asseasment of sensitive fish, wilkllife, reptile, and amphibisn
apeckes, Sensonal varistions i use of the project ares should aba be addressed.
Focused specins-specific smveyvs, conducied al the appeopriate tene of year sl
time af day whes the sescive species are active or otherwise identifinble, are
required. Acoepiable species-specific marvey procedures should be develisped in
comsasliation with the Department and the LS. Fish and Wildife Service.

o P, threstined, and endsngered species 1o b sddressed should includs: all those
which meet the Califrnin Environmental Cruality Act (CEOA) definition (see
CEQA Guidelines, § 151801

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Department of Fish and Game

d, The Deparment's California Nobaral Diversity Drata Base in Sacramsenio should be
comtacted at {F16) 327-5060 1o obtain current isfbrmation on any previoushy
repusrted seraitive apecies and hahitat, including Significant Matural Areas
idemtified under Chapier 12 of the Fish and Game Code. Abso, any Signifieant
Ecalogical Argas (SEAs) or any arens that are cossidered semsitive by the local
jurisdiction that are lncated in ar adincent 4o the project area must be adidressed,

2 A tharough discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts et 10 adversely
affect hiologicel resources. with specific measines o offset such mpacts. This discosion
aholl foom on maximizing menidonce end minimizing impacts.

Y CEQA Gheldelines, § 1512%50), direci that knowledge of the regional setting =
critical to an assesmment of envircnmental mpacts and el apecial cmphasis showk)
be placed on pesounses et s raee oF wnkjoe 1o the region

h. Project impacis shoukd be ssabyeed relative o ihelr effects on off-sibe hablims and
pepulatione, Specdfically, this shonld includs nearbsy public lands, opes space,
adjacent naturnl habitats, and riparion ecopysiems. Tmpacts 1 and mestesance of
wiliflifle coeridonmovemen wres, incloding access tn undisturhed babital
adjncent areas, should be fully evaluated and provided.

'3 The zaning of sress for developmest projects or other uses that are nearty or
adjncent ko naturnl arcas may insdvertently contribuls to wildlifi-buman

isbernctions. A discusson of possible coaflicts and mitigntion measures w0 reduce
these conflicts should be inchaded i the envirommental documeni.

d, A cumulntive effects anakysis should be developed as described wnder CECA
Chmidelines, § 15130, Gemeral and spocific plans, as wll 42 past, present, and
mmmmmh-@mfﬁe 1o thirir impacts on similer

e.  lepacts to migeeiory wildlife afected by the projoct should be Rally evabusied,
Thhis can inclade such clemenis a8 mgratory bubierily roost shes and neo-trapical
hied and weterfont sop-over and staging sites, All migratory nongame native bind
species are protecied by inlersational testy under the Federal Migrasory Bird
Tresty Azt (MBTA) of 19918 (50 CFR Section 1% 13} Sections 3303, 25035 and
%515 of the Califormin Fich and (ame Code prohibit tske of sl binds and their
active nests including rapsors and other migratory nongame birds,

£ Tempmacsts ko all habiest foen City and County regied Peel Modiflcation Sones
{FRiZ), Areas slsied s mitigntion for loss of kabiint shall not necur within the
FhiZ.

B Peopoesed project activites | inchafing disturbences to vegetation} stoald take place
outside of the breeding bird season (March] - Aagust 15) to avoid take (inchaling
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Department of Fish and Game

Cherylamn L. Hendersan

Calfornia Deparimen of Tessporiation
January 18, 2002

Page 3

disherbances which would cause shendosment of active nests conlaining &Egs
anddor young). IF pregect activitees camnol sviid the brecding bird season, pctive
nests shall be avesded and provided with s minimum buffer as determined by a
mwm;&wm.mwmmmu
aclive raplor nests).

5 A renge of atermatives should be anabaed o ensiry thal alternatives w e progedsed
progen:! are Tully corosidered and evalustsd. A range of altermatives which mvoid oc
e dirisiar s e e erchudi sandarinesi

. Bubilals, alvial scrob, codstal sige senoh, mcive woodbinds, ete. should be included. -
Specific alternagive locations should alse be evalumied in arees with lower nesoance

& Miigation measares for project impacts 1o sensilive plants, animal, snd habilats
shoald enpdusive evnltion snd schecion of sbematbves which avold or otheraise
aoguisition and protection of high-quality hatita dlsewhene: should be addressed.

h. The Diepartment corsiders Rare Havaral Communities s thrmbensd habatats
bty bt regional and lecal significance, Thus, these communities should be
fully awvided and ocherwise protected from project-relnied impacts.

& mWMMMwmmnluhﬁhmmm

4. A Caliliwmia Endsegered Species Act (CESA) Permil mwst be obinined, if the projec
has the potential to resall in “iake” of species of plasts or animals Bsted under CESA,
wither durisg comstruction or over the life of the project. CESA Penmits are secd to
their habitass. Earhy consaliation is encouraged, s signifcant modsficnsen o a projes
sl mitigation meanines may be required in order to obtein g CESA Permit. Reviaions 1o
the Fiish and Grame Code, effecirve Jormary 19948, require that the Diepariment issue a
separmie CEOA, docurment for (e issusncs of 8 CESA permil umless the project CEDA
ducument addresses all peoject impacts 1o listed species and specifies o mitigation
manitoring and reporig program that will meet the requirements of o CESA permt. For
tharser reasons, the fellowing information i& regquesad:

e Diological mitigation menilesing and peposting proposils sheald be of aficieal
detall and resolution o satksfy 1he reparements for a CESA Permit.

b. A Department-approved Mitigetion Agrevment and Mitigntion Plan aee nequirsd
for plants Ewed s rare under the Metive Plan Prodection Act,

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Department of Fish and Game

Cherylam L. Henderson

Califoenis Department of Transporimtion
Jarmaary 1K, 20402

Fage &

5. The Department opposes the eliminasion of walercoursss andior their chanmelization or
convershin o subsurface drairs. AR weilonds srd walereosress, whether rbermnte or
ial, st be netained and provides] with sbetential setbacks which preserve the
mummm.ﬂmmmuﬂum-ﬂ
populations.

. The Departmeni roquires o Lake or Sircambed Alierution Agreement, pursusst i
Section 600 & sey. of the Fish and Game Code, with the applicant prior to any
direct or indirect Empaet of & lake or siresm bed, clannel, or hank or pssociaed
Dhepartmese"s ismence of o.Streambed Alleration —

Agreement for a prajec thal i subject o CEOA will require CECQA compliance
#ctions by the Department as o resporsible sgency. To faciitste our msusnce of
the sgreement when CEQA applies, the Deparimon may cotsader the kol

*s docwmeni for the project. Ta minimize additional requirements by ihe
[3eparimen, the decument should fully identify the polentinl impacts to the ke,
sirzam or rparan resounss sl provide sdequanie sveidance, mitigation,
consuhation s recommended, since modifieation of the proposed project may be
requaired 1o avoid or reduce impacts 1o fish and wildEfe resources.

Thank you for ithés epporiunity & comment., (feestions regarding this letter or Gather
coordination oo thess issues should be directed 1o Ms, Trody Iageam & BIS-580-9897,

co: Ms Maongan Wehtje - DFQG, Camanilo
M Terr Dhckerson - DFG, Laguns Nigeel
Ms. Trudy Ingram - DFG, Ojsi

Seage Clearinghoame - Sacramenio
Tzl

Filez Chron
e rigTiriagrian VDV for D] ET 080 wyul

|
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United States Department of the Interior

United States Department of the Interior

MNATIONAL PARE SERVICE
Sares Momics bloenters Niional Reereation Area
. 401 Weat Hillerem Ovive
Theranasdd Crals, CiliTomia %1 360-4207

Los Angeles, CA 900 12-3604

The purpass of this lesies & o respond (o the December 11, 2001 Motice of Scoping for the
Fowiz |18 end Rocky Peak Road merchange. Whils the project sres is cutside of the Santn
Momica hMosmiaing Mstlonal Recremice Area boemdary, it does adffect an area that has
substasinl implications for long-term ecosyvatem viability in the Sieni Hills and Santa Monicn
MMoustains, We thask vou for the notice and greaily apprecite the opporiunity fo commenl.

The project bisects the Sanin Swsana Pass, which connects broad areas of nabsml habital
lizking the Santy Momica Mountning and the Ssml Hills to the Sania Susana Moenizing. The
lonig-term viability af the eecaystem of the Sanin Monsca Mountains is depenidani upos
linkages between Babizat areas that affer dispersal and genstic interchange eptions for
wildlife. This particaler bocation was recently identified by several slabe and faderal agencies
&5 anez of 100 critical Binkages within the state of California, Subsequesily, the Santa Susans-
Simni-Santa Mosdea linksge wes inrgeted es one of the top 10 priocities oul of 60 sissng links
in the South Coast Bcoregion. See also the enciosed spot acral mep and excerpis from the
report entitled “Missing Linkages ™ which wes featured in a Los Angeles Tines artlele an
Augmsi 7, T001.

1t is hard 8o oversiaie the importancs of the Sania Sesana Pass. 'We stromgly believe thal the
approprisie mitigation for the development of a full interchange an 11 B Hocky Pesk Hoad is
the establishmenl ol & viable wililife passage. Specées of panticular comcem includs
mammals such ns bobeats, badgens, mule deer, coootes and mouniain Hons. Regarding this
miligalann, we sugges) the folbowing faatures:

I. A dedicaied wildlife bridge or other conssing. The existing bighway cut sad slde slopes
appear b support & bridge versuss an underpess. A location to the west of the existing road
bridge appears io he more feasihle, and # may peduce the length of the span by being clear
of (ke enirsncefexil rmps.
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United States Department of the Interior

Maliznal Fark Servios Page 1
Cafirmns — Kosinaki. | (8 & Rocky Peak Jurwary 7, M7

2. The beidpe shoudd be covered with sodl and native vegetation and kave solld sldes wo block
wiews of ihe highway snd vehicles.

3. The approaches 1o the crossing must also be considered if wikdlifie passage i3 1o be
optimized  Fencing o keep larpel species off af the (reeway and to direct them to the
croastng will be critical,

4, A review of published sources and information from 4 recent toar of European wil dlife
g Facilitses in five countries indicates that many “green bridpges” sre @ the rasge ol
8 1o 15 meters wide (Dctober 2001 Iniemational Technology Sean sponsored by FHWA
and AASHTOL Many of the European exnmples are hourghiss shaped cverpasses.
However, naower, sinple bridges that are considembly more nomow were also cited as
being effective for small, mediem and large mammals in some clrcumstances,

4, Cur experience mucking mammals in the Sania Mosica Mountakns ssggests thet an

unpaved pedestrian trail on an cthersise vegeiated “green bridge™ would not grelly
redooe ity use by wildlife.

& A program sbauld also be lmplemented to monsior wildlife movement before and after the
facility is constnocied.

We recogmize that there will be a substaniial ot 1o design and construct a wildlife crossing,
The Mathonal Park Servics is ready to support the Departenent of Transportation in lﬂi:mh

supplemneminl miligation funding For this project and slso 8o nsist with the
e devices at the crossing. Ous mitial thought is thas the project

implemensation of monisoring

woishl be & strong candidsie for the TEA-21 Enhancement Progrmm or the state’s
Enviranmenial Enhancement and Mitigation fundisg, slihosgh other funding sources may be
imarg effective.

If there are amy questions on this project or if we cin be of sssistence, please call Chief of
Planning. Science and Resomrce Mansgement, Dr. Ray Saavajot, at 805-370.2330 or
‘Trapsporiation Flanner Dann Heiberg at BOS-370-2347,

Sancerely,

ey
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Rancho Simi Recreation and Park District

RANMCHO SiMI RECREATION AMD PARK DISTRICT
© 1D Bpmrare D, S Vibey. Caltosn N + (041 8844400 FAR (RS 536 ThiR

Fabruary 1, 2002

ks Cherglenn Hersderson
Caltrans

120 South Spring Strest

Los Angeles, CA 80012-3606

Buibject: Muotice of Prapaation of an indtial $tudy Environmesntal Assessment for the Staie
Aoute 118 Interchange Improvements ot Aocioy Pesic Aoad

Daar Ma, Henderson:

The Rencho Fimi Recreation and Park District is an independent specisl desarict which wiss.
Tarmad by tha voters on October 3, 19681, The District encompasses 193 souane madas in
which the District maintains and operates 3,332 sores of park &nd apan apace landa,

‘Within the District boundaries is the 5A-118/Recky Peak Rosd ingarchangs, The District owns
adjscent land dissctly seuth of the project - Coerigansilla Park, 8 former well-knocwn movie
ranch and amusamaeni park which curmently sttracts mors than 48,000 visitors annuaily. Tha
District also holds a corservation sasament over the 4,000 acre Roocky Pesic Park wibichi i
awned and apafatad By the Sama Monics Moniaine CormervanoyMountains Becreadion and
Comsarvation Authority,

Tha DHatnicy i concernad about the impact of the proposed improvemants to the imberchargs
1 5A-118 snd Rocky Pesk Road to the public's soceasindity to Aocly Peak Park. DuFing miaat
weekerds, spproximately ten to twenty cars throughout the day am parked along the bridge
and just narth of it. The proposed project will greatly restrist perking cpportunities, themeby
sliminatng this trailhasd arrancs to 1 park,

Thare dosks exist The appsnunily 1o dinsct the deplaced park users across SA-118 1o a porticn
of Corriganville Park lacated an the nonbsest comer of Rooky Peak Fosd and Santa Susans
Fuis Aoad. This ses. ahhough presently unimproved, is flat and groded. Tharefore, ihe
CPpOrTUniTy Baisls to mitigete the loss of accessibilty fo the Hooky Peak Park trailhoad by
crRating & parking kot for spproximstely twenty-fres cars on Destrict property. Tha District s
willing to maintain and cperate the parking iof once it is bullt.

The Distriot also wishes to sxpress (13 concenn That 1he propossd project will harm the value
of tha ourrent fresway cwarcresaing as & luncticnal widBe corfidar between the Senta Susans

Came Hgsictbes. Chibrmin & leves L Seiedih, Vios Chaimas ¢ Do P, Obeme = blaik olsas, Do ¢ e O'0ikes, Dieciar
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Rancho Simi Recreation and Park District

Racky Peak Park
Page 2 of 2

Mountains and thi Siml Hille. This cverpass now prowides & cross-fragway movement cormdor
for many animals including mountain lions, The addisonal conatant noiss and traffic of tha
proposed project i sutely 1o impact the crossing as & wildily corridor. The District oncewursges
Caftrans to coretully study possibie mitigation messwes including a wilkdiis habitat bridge o
acouisition of immadists cpen space between the interchengs and Box Canyon Bosd which
would encowage wildifs movemant in the aren.

Thank you for the apportunity to commant at this asrty stage of the pianning process, Plsass
direct s future corespandence iegerding this maater to Ed Heyduk, Perk Planning and
Dirwislapimeenit Administrator ot BOS-5E4-4431.

Ao, P RN

Gane P. Hostetler

Chairran

Bowrd of Direciors

GPHih

o Baoard af Directars
Genarsl Manager
Pk Planning ard Devalopment Administrator
Legal Courmesl
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Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy

e o e S b ey
SAMTA MOMICA MOUMTAIMS COHRSERVARCY @
L8 LHATEEN ENEE TN D GAADENL

532 sl Awiran TWERTTALE, S |

108 RGELES, CATFORKAR HN3

FHOME [12T] 721800
FAK E333] rab i

Tnpuary 28, 2002

Mz, Cherylann Henderson

Caltram

1200 Sounh Spring Sireel

Lo Angeles, California S$0012-36064

Matice of Preparation ef an Initial Stedy Envirenmestal Assessment for the Stage
Roude 118 Interchange Inmprovemenis al Bocky Peak Eoad

Dresr b= Henderson:

The proposed progect is kneabed within the Rim of ihe Valley Trail Cosridor pontion of ibe
Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy’s (Conservancy) jurisdiction.  The Conservancy
awns the land adjscent 1o the project within Rocky Peak Park to the north and a small
wedge of land along Santa Susana Pass Roacd.

The Santa Susana Mountxins provide the only remaining babitat linkage between Lhe Santa
Monica Mountains-5mmi Hills comples amd the multi-thousand-squarne-mile Angeles and
Loa Padres Matsonal Foress, 1f adegoare habital conpectivity betwoen the Simi Hills and
ihe Sama Susans Moostsins (B not maimained, medivm and large-bodied mammal
populations in their collective 250square-miles of contigecas habitat are certain to decline,
Only two connections remain betaesn these ranges, at the Santn Sosana Pass and at
Alames Canyon. Boecause of the inevitable construction of a full-scale 118 Freewsy
intcrchangs al Alamos Canyon, the best hops For a fully-funclional cross-frecway, inber-
mountain range habitst linkage is i the Santa Susana Pass.

The spectes most at sk from potential isolatéon are mountain liens, American badgers,
bohcais, grey fones, long-tailed weasels, ringailed cats, mule deer, and coyedes.  Sub-
pu-pullllun.l-ul'll] nfh-ipndummm.]}m'l:iﬂh both ranges on ether side of the 118
Freeway.

In Movember 2000, approvimately 200 land manapers and celogists participated in the
Missing Linkages conference, which identificd 60 critical linkages (is. wildlife corridors)
in the South Coast Ecoregion (Penrod.ar al 20000 The Soath Coast Ecoreglon i bordered
ot the st by the Sonoran amd Mojave deserns, the Mexican bosdes to the south, and the
Santa Yeez and Trarsverse Rangss in the north, The Sants Sesans Pass linkags (10 # 21)
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Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy

Calirams

Saate Route 118 Interchange Improvements a1 Rocky Peak Road
Janunry 28, 2002

Puge 2

belongs io a growuping of linkages in the Santa Monkca Mountains and Simi Hills that the
conference identified 25 one of e ten moest Enportant snd imperibed wildlife corridors in
the ecoregion.

The 118 Freewsy severs the Santa Susana Mountains from the Simi Hills. Currently, the
frecway overprss and underpass in the Santa Susans Pass provide a cross-freeway
mowement corridor.  In addiion, mamy animals, partscularly moamtain lons, make
ansuccessful crossings on 1 actual frecway road Sertsce. The Environmental Assessment
prepared by Calirans entitled, “State Route 118 {Ronald Regan Freewny) Freeway
Widening froan Tapo Casyon Boad to the Vemtura/Los Angeles County Line,” describes
anvdher project within the reglon whereby the two freeway lanes will be added to the 118
Freeway. However, todate, not a single development project approval, or road progedt, has
included any mitigation te offset the cumulative adverss effects of the 113 Freeway on
wikdlife movement between the Simi Hills and the Sants Susana Mountaing.

The proposed improvements to the intorchange at State Route 118 and Rocky Peak Road
willl greatly diminizh the valee of the evercrossing as a functional wildlife corridor because
of & reduction of vegelstive cover amd tse subsequent replacement with pavement, an
increase in vehicubar tralfic, and an increass ln human use and disturbapce of the area.
Therefore, the appropriate mitigation for the creation of a full interchange at State Rowte
118 and Rixchy Peak Road is the establishenent of o separate wildlife bridge. This bridge
shoukl be covered with soll apd native vegetation, and all land leading up b the bridge
ahould be restared with notive vegetation, Sofid sides should be erectod 1o block the views
of the highway, so as not b prevent the use of the bridge from wikilife. This view is
supparted by the Mationz] Park Service in their letter dated Jamuary 8, J002,

The proposed improvensents i the interchange ot State Route 118 and Bocky Peak Boad
willl aksiy pedice the socessability of Rocky Peak Park to the public, During nyost weekonds,
approxmately ten to wenty cars are parked along the bridge and just north of it. The
chrangss to the Intersection proposed in this project will create sdditional traffse, thereby
remaving parking for the trailhead at Rocky Peak Park. The Bancho Simi Recreatbon and
Park Dhstrict cams Comigamville Park sowth of Suste Bowte 118 and sdjacent ioifs right-of-
vay. The northeast comer, which is part of Corriganvillle Park, of the intersection of Rocky
Peak Fowd and Sanda Susana Pass Boad is flat and groded. Therefors, the i
mitigation for the reduced soeesability 1o the Rocky Peak Park trailbead is the creation
of a parking lot for teenty-five cars on the piece of land cwned by the Rancho Simi
Recroatinn and Park District. The Rancho Simi Recreation and Park Diistrict is willing b
maintain the parking lot once (8 i baile,
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Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy

Calirans

State Rowute 118 laterchange Improvements at Rocky Peak Road
January 28, 2002

Page 3

As mitigation, funding should be committed to the punchass of AFY 2TI3-(HK-011, which
# 0,17 acres amd lies immediately north of Sanpta Susena Pass Hoad and adjscent o
Corrigavills Park. This property is also sdjncent to the aforementioned It proposed as
a parking ol The purchase of this property would assist in the profection of the area &
a critical wildbife movement corridos.

If the wildlife bridge is not required, significant furding must be committed to scquire open
“spoce befween the interchangs and Box Camyon Foad, Sach acquisitions would enhance
wikdlife movement. More specifically, this fanding should be sufficient te complete a

| contigwous corridor of protecied land between the mterckange and Box Canyon Road.
This corridor would be located south of Santa Susana Pass Road,

Please diroct any questions of futare comespondance to Pawl Edelman of our stafl at (314)
GRS A0 ext. 128,

Sincernshy,
MICHAFL BERGER
Chairpersan
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City of Simi Valley

CITY OF

o OIMI VALLEY

EERE Topo Canyon Fond, Siei Valay, CA 930E32193  « [BOS|SESETOD = heeps Sy simiasdy, org

Jamuary 1, 2002

I.ml:l]' El:ulmtl qu}'l:hnﬂnﬂirmmrﬂ”—

SURIECT: RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF SCOPINGINITIATION OF STUDMES ROCKY
PEAE. INTERCHANGE WITH STATE ROUTE 1ER

Duer M. Ensimskl

As you are awere, the propassd addizions w the existing half-diamond inferchange are entirely
withim the Cigy of Simi Valley. The foflowing commenes are offersd for your consideration:

& Traffic: Copsidering the addition of another lane on the inside of (b west-boand

freewny west af the Rocky Peak Imterchange, we assume thal Caltrans will provide for
safie transiginn af wesl-bound on-ramp (effic,

# Sania Susanns Teplam (Deinandra mimthomniil; This species is present in the geseral
uplands noreh and sowth of the pass. The plam i designaied s Sune “Rare™ and
Federal “Species of Concern.™ The are af impad should ke surveved for dhis speches,

- mmmmmummuw

Formation. The species it Federally deskernned 32 5 “Speches of Concern,” The arcs of
impact showld he surveved for this species. A Spring sarvey |8 desirable,

- mmmmmmm is pre=ent an the northwestern side of the
rnnnﬁ:lmlum’l'm The project will result in the loss of some parking opporiumies
and mcressed bridge wailee, which may conflicr with pedesirian &nd eycls wraffic on
the bridge. Since some parking will be shified do the south side of the intzrchanpe and
there are no sidewnlks on the bridge, the safety of pedesirinns should be examined in an
enviranmental document. The addigion of a sidewslk and higher poard railings v one

side of the brisdpe may be warradbed.
BiLL D\l BLEW T. BECEFRRS, et = LARESRRULE 2 o AL MLLER STNMIN T, Swa
Pelp g Pro Tam Coures Wi Ciniacd blamiber e A
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Southern California Association of Governments

dimusry 11, 0L

Kir. Ronaid J. Kosnshl .:1-'f-'

Drapraty Dsricd Diracior

Diwision of Erssronmemial Plarning, Mol Sop 184,
Calfomis Degarmen of Tramponslion, Distid 7
120 South Soving Street

L Angabes, CA D0017-3808

Afendon Chendacn L Henderson

RE Comments on e Nolice of Stoping | Inflisos of Studies for the St

Highway 118 and Rocky Peak Road lmterchange improvement Froject =
BCAG No, | 20020007

Coear Mir. Knsinsk:

Thask ying for subimiling (e Motice of Scoping / Initiatian of Studies fer the Stale
Highway 118 and Rotky Peak Radd Wleniigs FBiossimail

for meview and omment. A aregwsde clesrnghowss for regionally sigeifican
projecis, SCAG rrvigws Iho nsisinney of local plans, propcls, and progrems
with regional plans. This activity w bagsd on SCAG'S respansitiliies as & nsgiosal
planning organizaion purssant bt saln and joderal ws ond regulations.
Gaiderce provided by Sa mvened B imendad 10 asss ool ageecas and

Poldes of SCAGRE Regonal Compretersve Plas e Guite and Ragosal
Trarsponation Plan, which may be appicable o your prmojedl, am outined in the
Wachmam.  We expect the envisonmentsl decumant 1o specilfcally il B
appropriste SCAD policies and address the manner in which the Project is
eonsster with spphcabla com polickes of supportive of applicalbe anillary
policies. Please wse our policy numbsers o mefer $o0 them in your snvironmental
documern. flen, we woull] enCourgs you B UsE A side-by-side comparison of

BCAG policies with a dsoussion of the corsislency aor support of the policy

Plagse provide & misian of 45 deys Tor BCAG 1o mview I aneisnmeal
documen when this document & mealsbie. | you have ony qoestions megarding the
shieched comments, pleass corilac me 3 (313) 2381887, Trank you,

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Southern California Association of Governments

damuary 11, P00

M. Ronakd J. Mosinskl

Daputy Disiriot Direcior

Divisioe of Ervironmenial Planning, Mall Slop 104
Caifomis Deparimeni of Traraponaion, Distid 7
T South Siring Sinesl

Lom Angeles, CA& BO0T2-3608

Agerdion: Crendann L Hendeson

RE: Commaents on the Nobos of Scoping | intation of Stedes for the S2ats
mi“ﬂmuhmwm—
BCAG Mo, | 20020007

DCiostr v, Knsdroak
Thark you for submifing the Motice of Scoping | InRiation of Siudies for the Suate

aignificanm
projects, SCAG nevimas the consstency of iocal plans, promcts, and programs with
regional plars.  This activity is based on SCAGE mepombiies s 3 regonal
planning organizafion pursuani o sisie and fedeenl lmws and regelsfons.
Casidancs provided by hess reviess i3 inkendesd 10 assisl ool agences and
prijci Sponions 1o leEe acions that coniribuin o the atianmen of regonal goaks
and polcies.

In padiion, The Calfoma Envimemental Qually Aol seouines Fal BRS deowss. any
iPoonsinisnces. betwsen the propossd (ropec! And |he eppecash ganeal pland and

regional plans (Section 15128 jd]). | them sne Foonsslancns, i aqianslion d
ratonalzation for suoh noonsisienoies shoskd be provided.

Poleies of SCAZs Regional Comprehensve Plan and Gude end Pegional
Transporialion Plas, which may be appicable fo your projecl. ane oulined in the
afschimenl  Win axpecl the eersfronmontsl document S0 spoecifically che the
mm%ﬂ“h_huﬂihmh
conestent with spplcebls com polices o supgoftve of appicable ancilany
policise. Pleass man our policy memisers o fefar b thism in your anviforssental
document. Also, we would encoermge e b uie & Slde-by-ads compiiaon ol
ECAG poficies with a discumssion of the comistency of supper of tha palicy
wilh B Fropoasd Projecl

Pleass provide @ minimum of 45 days for SCAG o review the envieosmental
doument when this document s sviabia. 1 you haw any questons meganding te
atached comments, pleass cnfsct ms @l (713) 2E-1RET. Thank pos

Eincenely,
JEFFREY M. SMITH, AICP
Eamor Plannsr

Intergoeemmenial s
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Southern California Association of Governments

il
i'ﬁ

a’#

COMMENTS ON THE
ROTICE OF SCOPING / INITIATION OF STUDIES
FOR THE

STATE ROUTE 118/ ROCKY PEAK ROAD
INTRECHANGE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
BCAG NO. | 20020007
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Project considars the infiation of studes for imprevements fo the
intarchangs of Siake Highway rouls 118 and Rocky Peak Road in the Gounty of Vierhrs.

CONSISTENCY WITH REGIOMAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND GUIDE POLICIES

The Growth Managemant Chapter (GMC) of the Ragional Comprebansive Plan and
Guide (RCPG) containe the following polickes that ae applicable and should
be addressed in the environmeantal dosumentation for the State Highway 118 and Rocky
Peak Read Interchange Improvemant Project.

303 The fiming francing, and location of public feclilios, utily sysiems, and
trenapartation systams shall be used by SCAG lo implament the mgion's growth

The Regional Transportation Plan (RTF) also has goals, objectives, policies and

wwﬁmpmﬁqwmw,m
encouraging fair and equiable access o meskdents afected by sodo-sconamic,

geographic and commarcil imialions. Among fhe relevant goals, objectives, polices and
achons af the AT ame tha following:
iCare Reglonal Transportation Plan Policias

402 Transporafion imasimants shal miipale amdmomental mpacts fo an accepinhin
Teeal

404 Transpovtation Control Measures shall be a prionly
415 Mainfaining and aparaling B sxsfing rarspodadion system wil be g priomy ovar

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Southern California Association of Governments

danuary 11, 2002
Mr. Bonald J. Kosirssi
Page 3

aupanding copeciy.

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL
STANDARD OF LIVING

The Growih Management goals ko develop urban forms ihat enable individuals i spend
mmmmmmmm-ﬂmmm and
thal enable firms 1o be mome compeliiie, strengthen the regionsl strategic goal o
slimulate tha reglonal econamy, The evaluation of the proposed praject in relation b the
following policies would be inlended 1o guide afons toward achlevament of such goals
ard does not infer regional interferance with iocal land use powers.

210 Suppaont local umsdichons' acfions fo minimie ed Inpe and axpadile the parmiffing
process fo maintain sconomic Wlally and comMpetiveness,

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL

The Growih Mensgement goals fo aftain mobilty and dean air goals and (o devalop
urban farms that enhance quality of Iile, thal accommodate a diversity of e styles, that
presard open space and natural rescurces, and that are sesthelically pleasing and
preaande the character of communilies, anhance the ragional strategic goal of maintaining
the regional qualty of fa. The evalualion af the proposed project in relation lo e
following polcies would be intended o provide direction for plan mpismentation, and
does not allude to regional mandates.

218 Encournge planned dewsiopment in keations keast Mkely i causs ammnmental
impact,

130 Suppont the protecion of wisd msources such as waliinas, goundeales echage
amas, woodlings, poduchion Mands snd end camaining wilgue and andangand
plands aad animals.

33 Encourege the implamentaton of measures armed & the presenadion end
pofection of eoovded g unrecanded cullirai esourses and achessiogical sifes.

322 Discourags deveiopmant or encouraps the use of spacial desipn Mmquiemants, in
amas with stasp siopes, high fim, food, and seismic herands.

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Southern California Association of Governments

Jaraery 19, 2002
M. Risnokd ). Faoginek

Page 4

3123 Encoursge mitigation measwes fud moduce Mok 0 oetain ipoafions, messunss
i al preservation of bialogieal and acolaics) mApdmas, measires fhat wowi
Wce BXpOswe [0 seilsmic hagards, minimeze aarihgoake damege, and
develop amegency MEponse and recovery plans.

AlR QUALITY CHAPTER CORE ACTIONS
Tha Alr Quality Chapter core actions related to the proposed project includas:
507 Determing speciic programs and associafe sclions needed (&g, indies! Souce

frivvaladismistion fees] so el options ko command and controd eguistions can ba
LSS )

511 Through the snvionmemal documen sy pocess, ensure fral plans & &Y
ivals of govermment (ragional & basin, counfy, swbmepional and iocall consider
ar gually, fend wse, fmndporfalion &and ecomomic felalionsfioe o ensue
condiEfarcy and minmizg coniicts.

CONCLUSKONS
Al foasible messures nesded o miligale any polentially negative regional mpects

ashociated with the proposed project should be implemented and monitored, as required
by CEQA.

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Southern California Association of Governments

Jarumey 11, 2002
Mdr. Roraid J. Kosingk
Poge b

SOUTHERMN CALIFORMIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNBENTS
Rolas and Autfrorities

THE SOUTHERM CALIFORMIA ASSDCIATION OF GOVERKNMENTS [SCAG) & § Joind Powers Apancy stalsihed
e Cabloesin CGovemsient Code Sectios 8507 &l sy Lnder isdatal ond sixis s 55AG 8 designaied 8y a Coincl
iof Govssman [CING)L & Rngionnl Transpostion Plasning Agency (RTFA), ard & Melsspoilan Plammng Crpaslsmion
SARDH. BCAD s mupndaied rbes and respongbiies inchude he inlowing

mummnmmnhhﬂhﬁ%“umu
planning [Anoess.

il vy, B3 O F AL 850, anad 45 CF R 813, BCAIG bs alsn Fe designaies] Segionsi Fransporistion Manning Agency,
el me mech | repondble b bols prapereties of e Reganal Trensponation Pln [ATH) and Repional Trasepomason
e el Frogran (TR} ender Cakdomia Tarssmma Code Saction S50800 ms S5052 nespeciesly.

22 5 Co-baad fipascy for pir qaslty pisnning for Fs Gt Coost s Sttt Dasen faf Bien Distri,

SCAL m raspormibie under e Federal Gl A A el datastaniag Coatemy of Progsis. Pane ond Progeams ko
ihe Sixie implamenialion. Plan pursssnt o 47 U5 C TS

Pomumnt ko Cellomie Govwsme s Code Secdion 8508803, SCAD b nessoraibls v eviswing &Y Conpasdion
Mimidgranan Plasd [CHPE Iy congisnmoy =i mgioosa! fFanpommny plne rgursd By Sectoe 28RO of te
Caremrrymmnl Code. S0S0 rusl i arsilidhs e 0SElency o5 oompaiibsty of such peograms sifhun s mgion

GOAC i W suionined regoral agency for er-Govemmenial Review of Progrms proposd for fedemd frascial
‘samiziwnos are cirecl dewnkcpEreel aciebes, pusuesl b Preiainial Expcutras Crohe 13,373 inopepaing A 560 Fiyedea

SCAG e, pursusnt o Publie Resousses Code Sechom 21083 and 1108, Envimnmenssl impacis Fepors of
ormjects o sepionm mgnrcance for conemieny wEh negenal plins [Cablormia Ereronneniel Cualty Ad Gusdesnes
Bactons VE208 aed 1612588]

Parmuas iz 1) USC "IN (Sechon 208 of he Fadel Waler Politios Control Af), BCAD 6 P seshodiaes)
Armawdicde Waste Troa el Minigames Punsng dgency

BCAG H espordibly for praparaion of Pe Reglonal Mouging Nesds Axsssammet, persuss! o Caformes Covernmasi
Corim Sachon B354,

SCAL m nudprmith fyEh Te ASSOaEn of Bay Arel Govemimame, he RaomTesic Amg Copncl of Gowvsmesnie,
anad B Aesocivion of Mosisresy ey foee Governmasis) B prepenng De Ssulbam Calforms HAtandoss Wik
Mgl PUS DU 10 CRFEmG Heakh i Salery Cods Sacmscn 79704 1

Fasvmad g JDIA
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Ventura County Air Pollution Control District

;

AH-EA—ahias TT-AD PrE LRy LR DAY SRR Fa s
||

AN 0 & 2000

. VENTURA COUNTY
ATR FOLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT
Memorandum
T Joseph Eisenbven, Planning DATE: Janusary 3, 2002

SUBJECT:  Regquest for Review of Notics of Scoping/Tnitistion of Studies fir the State
Highway Route 118 and Rock Peak Boad Imerchunge [mprovements
Prokest, City of Sini Vallsy (Refarence No. 01-109)

Ajr Pallation Comtral Disrier eaif has reviewsd the sebject project Notice of

Scoping/Initisticn of Stedies, which is s propasal by Calinans for impeovesents to the =
jmizrchenge of State Highweay Rows 113 and Recky Peaic Road, in the City of Simi T
Valley,

- 118 in the following waya: Adding an casshound singde lans aff-ramp on the west-half of
state Beute 118 and Rocky Penk Road interchasge; Adding & westhound singles lane on-
ramp on the west-half of Stste Route 118 and Rock Peak Road imteychange: Intalling &
mampHmessr o the westhound an-remp,

Based an the formation provided to DEsiriet staff ne sgnificant air quality inpacts aos
expected to resul From the project. Project grading mmd eosamaction would resuitin
temporery nir pollutant emissions Eom he e of hewvy pomstroction equipoest ssd
peentation of fugitive dust, kowever, beraimes Geds e isions &% IIPOTRTY iD natane
they woald not crests o significant impact. The District recommends the following
conditions be placed oa the pereit w help minimize Fagitive dust and particulabe matier
thist may regalt from any grading and construction aetivities on the site:

1} All cleasing, filling, pradisg, carth moving, or cxcevation activities shall czase during
+  perinds of high winds b prevent excesstve amounts of fugithve dasl.

7} All ks that will hasl exceviied or graded material off site shall comply with Staie
Vehizle Code Hﬂ:ﬂllﬁ.mm:dﬂltmﬂmhﬁuﬁ:mﬂ"mn.m
and (8)#) a5 amended, regarding the prevention of sech matesial spilling cwto public
sipeets amd roads

3} Al unpaved an-aite roads shall be pesiodically walined or meseed with
emvironmestally-ssfe Sust suppressants f prevenl excessive snounts af dust.

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Ventura County Air Pollution Control District

m'—;‘.r e R L LrEwra Ry _— e ——— o
"

Hwy. |18 & Rincioy Fesk Rd. |sterchimge Improvesment Projam0l-128
e

&) mﬂWHMﬂhﬂ“NMHmﬂ
be miniemizsd to preves] excessive emounts of fugitive dust.

All active portions ef the site shall be sither pesiodically watersd or treated with
¥ emvirosmentally-safe Gusl suppressents o provest excessive amomts of dust.

6) Cwm-site vehicle speeds shall not excesd 15 miles per hour.

7) Consrection eqeipment engines shall be maistsined in good conditicn aod in peopst iy
pane 25 per marufacieers’ specifications. )

§) Pacilities shall be aperated in ncoardance with the Rulss and Regulations of the
Vs County Air Pollutios Conteol District, with coxphasis oe Hule 51, Nulramce,

8 persan dhall not discharge from any source whatsnever such quastities of air
peontansinsmts ot other material which cause injury, detriment, nuisance or snoyEnce
1o amy commidirabis sumber of persons ar jo the public or which sndangers the
comdort, repose, bealths oo safery of sy such persons of the public or which cause ar
hawe & netursl iendency o cense bjury of damage 10 business ot property.”

This projest agpears o be subject to the requirsments of the federal General
y I:h-ﬂ:::q'npdlﬂn. Cosdormity it defined in the Clean Adr Azt as conformity to
n*ﬂWMWﬂMwmﬁﬁuhm
dm#ﬂmﬁhwﬁuﬁﬂumm
excisting vialations, or interfiere with limely anaizment or required inlerim emissian
redusctions towands enainmest, Section 176(c) of the Cles Alr Act requines the EPA :
+ 1o develop eriteria and proedures fo determining the confiarmity of essportation 3
asxd nonéranspariztion (gentesd) projects that mquire feder] agency nppeoval of
funding with the applicable ir quality pan.

O Movember 23, 1993, & nale entidled "Detsrminicg Conformity of Cesrsl Federsl
Actlons o Stabe or Federal implementations Pliss™ wes published in the Pederal
This role state thet & federal agency may et “engege in, suppest in sy
wum#mmhﬁmwmw“’mmﬂm
which does not sonform to an applicabls implementation plan.” [ bawe attached &
surnmary of the federal General Comformity ruls far your information (sce
Attachmest 1), [f you nead information beyond that provided in the sammacy, the
Federal Register notice conmins background and explenstory msserial, and the
Environmensal Frotection Agency has lssusd sapplements] puisdases on implementing
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Ventura County Air Pollution Control District

-.IFH-:||-y H'lil‘:lI R Pl TR DM R e

Hwy 118 & Recky Prak B4 lasrchangs Improvement Frajes1-109

Fuizaary 3, 3002

Fage )
The sir quality assessment should inchode n summary of the federal geneml .

. conformity ruls, which actions(s) relaied io the project may require & confoemity i
Mhhr—ﬂt&ﬂﬂ#ﬂ]ﬂ;hm-ﬂh :
canfiarmity deteminstion(s).

1 you have sy questhsss, comtact me by telephone at (B0S) 645- 1439 or by email st

indyEpvoeped arg.
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Ventura County Public Works Agency

JHE LTI EFT LD o S
i

JaL B A 2R

TO: Reesoures Manageseal Agency, Fanning Divison
Abtemtion:  Joseph Fisenbet
FROM: Muzir Lalasi, Principal Engineer ~il-

SUBJECT: Review of Decument 01-1(8
Motios of SeopingInitiation of Stedes :
Highrway 118 Interchange Improvements 1 Rocky Peak Fire Road
Applicent:  Calirams

Lead Agesey: Calirans
The Transpormtion Department has reviewed the subject Notice of Scopengndtintian of Stadies
fior the Fiighway 11§ Imerchangs bnprovemeses # Rociy Peak Fire Road, as proposed by Caltrns.
Thie proposed project is addition af an eastbound single lna off-ramp on west-hal? of State Roule
118 and Bocky Peak Fire Road interchangs, sdditon of 8 westhound single laoe co-ramnp on west-
Ealf of Ststs Rouss | 18 end Rocky Peak Fire Fead imerchenge end installing & ramp mefr oo te
wasthoand raep. We offer the fallowing comments:
I ‘we mmmmmnhmﬂmwmdmw
Department.

2. Thia project may have the poietisl s encoursge development in the unineorporated area near
the intrrchange, Thés potential should be evalusted in the Soady and Enviromestsl document.

3, Our review of this project is liméed to the impacts this project mey have on e County's
Repiomal Road Netwrook

Flenss call me 2t 654-2080 if you have questioss.

= Bay CutiormezJr.

WT-RIF-BE-AB e
e spad apeckTana' - 108
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Firestation 43, Captain Frank McGrath

ﬁ Ctaryl Hesclaraen on 01112503 191290 AW

i Burtor Do) TG otrem s/ GG o g DT

l:-l:-C
Hupsd: P Projessd Raspm ol Fecy Pamt Aosd

BEron,

This s Frank MoGrat, Captain of e Fra Slalion doses Io 1ha peojecl. | lalked 1o you obsd s, Inmy
riofes | g you, thers i & plctuna of e Tre sintion. Trin s e respensa 1o sy iagusst Toe e nied of
The projact, B hers o oy Quesiiors, give me acal, Chand

= —— Firparoie] b Chenyd Herhr e DO T a s iedre: 48 (MR BE00E 1118 AR e

“Frank MoOra®"™ <Frank ke Orathimail 2ooveniund.ta.us= on SLU0GI0D
ﬁ:ﬂ;? 03:15:48 P

T Chird_Hondorsonildo: oa.goy

£

Sutject R Propessd Bampe s Bocky Paak insd

Charyl hars sre scoe pro's for installiog the oo and off-respe et Aocky Peak
fd_ Whien we refer to dramatically we are talking abowut 35 - 30 minutes

depanding whers Ehe inzidsnt aan.

# The ranps worold dranaticslly reduce respones times to wshicle accidents oo
EEm wibh 138 frwy babwsan Racky Peak asd Eushnar

# Dramabicelly reduce caxponse Eimes to medieal, injury of bruak sespecses ba
eha pecky peax Trail, a wery papular bikicg loecatlan.

socamaticdlly dacresdse respotee Cised inco che Lilae Lane. Mega Drlve and
Eanta Sudannd Pags regimental area‘n

soFasatically peduce Feoponde timen along chie encire sectiom of 113 Frwy Im
both directicme im the event of a incorrect reported locaticm.

smfanatically ieprove curn around times for waber shuttlss in the area during
wildland fize

*Orapacically improwe furn around cimess for ¥enturs County Ficrs sguiprank thas
have Baan carceled winile vesponding oo Che grede incto LA, Clbp/L.A. County
Mutual Ald Responge Zone

rheamacically decrvease anbylance trangport cimep bo Iogal hoespitsls,

*Nranatleally decpeiss the reapoass: Cimes for responding 2nd & 2ed in
reapondling erglos companien.

*Provide & much safed route for regponding looo the rooky pesk area (Tabhsr
than the PFass Toadl .

sprovids A second accsas podnk far the agtirs sras.
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Firestation 43, Captain Frank McGrath

sFrovides & polst to re-direct sast bownd eraffic in tbe mvent of & problem
betwesn Eocky Peak k& Topangs cym.

“provide an exlt for motorist with G'l'ﬂl"l:llll'l:.'u:lg or mechanical problems while
pulling the mawt bound grads fron Hushner

*Eovironmentel izpact wowld be minisal. tha arsa hap bsan geaded in the pase,
uged area hag been @ otorage aite for YEATS

I think it would be of grest benefic For all erergency services to canotrsot
tha aff-rampa.
Fraok Wodrach
CageEaln, Vantuca County Flom Oept.

o> ofharyl Henddrsoan®dor.eh. fovs 05/24/03 07 528M >2>

Captsin Mcdrath,

Per aur phone conversatlon oo January 2%, 2602, 1 am & REsociace
Enriranmental Planmer preparing the Emelr 1kal (BRIl for the
followlng projeck:

Az rhe pegusst of Pencura Couscy TranesporTacion Commitres, Calreans
propaoes to comntrect the sapthound off-ramp spd weetbhound on-remp for
grare Wowts (ER) 118 at Rocky Peak Bosd Ceercyoseing. Both ramps will b=
compbtructed as & mingle-lehm raep with Ehe off-resp Erspeiticcing Bo Ewo
lamens at the ravp termlous, aod a3 ramp-rweisr will be inatalled an the
waxtbéusd on-ranp. The proposed rampe woold eomplets Che wedt hall
lotsrchange of BR 118 amd Aooky Feax Boad-

The= purpopse of the prodest is to provide ssergescy wehicle sccess o BR
118; In preparieg ths ¥0, I mesd ro justify che nesd for the project amd
that is whers you come in:  In our cenversstion, you (pdicacesd 18 ta 30
minutsa af addiclonal tiss sedded o Fespond CO G0 EMEFgEnCY on BRE 118,
Alpo, three sosrgency reppones units sre pesquired for cthiem arms. 7 need
this lefosmition and asyrhleg more In a writkcen formab o be inoluded in
thE ED. Yo omn eend it Eo me by sneil addrews or neil Sk ES ne ok

Chaevlann L. Henderson; Mall Steclom 1-7TA

pivimion of Enviromrantal Flanning

falifernis Departmsnc of Trameportatian

3120 Scesth Bpeing Stedet

Loz Aogsles; Th  PDOOLI-16DE
whatwver inforration you desd co pe. I appreciate It wery much, IE there
are apy questicos, youw oan resch ms st J13-A97-9093. Thank pou faf your
annlatance .
Einoersly,
Charylann Bendeiean
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Appendix D Noise Measurement Site Map
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Appendix E Sound Pressure Table

Sound Pressure Sound Pressure Level
/,_ _uPa 140 dB Threshold of Pain
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Appendix F List of Abbreviated Terms

List of Abbreviated Terms

ADL Aerially Deposited Lead

ADT Average Daily Traffic

APCD Air Pollution Control District

APE Avrea of Potential Effect

AQMP Air Quality Management Plan

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act
CDFG California Department of Fish and Game
CNDDB California Natural Diversity Data Base
Caltrans California Department of Transportation
dBA A-weighted decibels

EB East bound

ESA Environmentally Sensitive Area

FHWA Federal Highway Administration

FPPA Farmland Protection Policy Act

ft foot/feet

kg kilogram

km kilometer(s)

KP kilometer post

I liter

LARTS Los Angeles Regional Transportation Study
LCA Land Conservation Act

m meter(s)

mi mile(s)

ml milligram

NAC Noise Abatement Criteria

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act
NHPSR Negative Historical Property Survey Report
OHWM Ordinary High Water Mark

PM post mile

RTIP Regional Transportation Improvement Plan
RTP Regional Transportation Plan

SOAR Save Our Agricultural Resources

SR State Route

SWPPP Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
TASAS Traffic Accident Surveillance and Analysis System
TIP Transportation Improvement Plan

TNAP Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol

USACOE United States Army Corps of Engineers
USEPA United States Environmental Protection Act
USFWS United States Fish and Wildlife Service
VAQMP Ventura Air Quality Management Plan
VCTC Ventura County Transportation Commission
wB West bound
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Appendix G Summary of Measures to Minimize Harm

Issue Alternative 1|  Alternative 2 Measures to Minimize Harm
(No Build) (Construct the
westbound on-ramp and
eastbound off-ramp)
Asthetics  |No Impact No Impact
Agricultural |No Impact No Impact
Resources
Air Quality |No Impact No Impact e Caltrans Best Management Practices (BMPs) shall be
implemented
e All clearing, grubbing, earth moving or excavation activities shall
cease during periods of high winds
o  All trucks traveling off site shall comply with State Vehicle Code
Section 23114.
e Active portions of the site and unpaved on-site roads shall be
periodically watered
e Areas disturbed by clearing, grubbing, earth moving or excavation
operations shall be minimized
On-site vehicle speed shall not exceed 15 miles per hour
Construction equipment shall be maintained in good running
condition and in proper tune
Biological [No Impact e Removal of native |e The lance-leaf live-forever (Dudleya lanceolata) and the chalk
Resources plants within the live-forever (Dudleya pulverulenta) would be removed and

project area would
occur

e Pollinator habitat
and function would
be impacted

relocated before construction begins.

The removal of native plants would be mitigated at an offsite
location.

If impacts to vegetation (i.e. cutting, clearing or grubbing) are
necessary for project construction during the nesting bird season
(March 1-September 1), then pre-construction surveys for nesting
birds should be conducted one week prior to the commencement
of cutting, clearing and grubbing. If any birds are found to be
nesting in the project area, coordination with the resource
agencies will be necessary to determine the proper course of
action.

Pre-construction surveys would be required 2 weeks prior to
construction to confirm there are no protected species in the area.
Pollinator Impacts: At this time there is no known mitigation for
this impact because this is a recently articulated impact in
literature.

Nesting bird surveys would be required prior to construction.
Seeds should be collected from Santa Susana tarplants located in
the immediate area of the proposed project for replanting. The
seeds should be replanted during the winter. Success criteria shall
be developed based on growth success during a three year
monitoring program.

*Please see proposed measures under Mandatory Findings of
Significance for wildlife movement impacts.
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Appendix G Summary of Measures to Minimize Harm

Issue Alternative 1|  Alternative 2 Measures to Minimize Harm
(No Build) (Construct the
westbound on-ramp and
eastbound off-ramp)
Historical and [No Impact No Impact Boundaries for an Environmental Sensitive Area (ESA) shall be
Cultural established in the field prior to commencement of work.
Resources Should cultural materials be uncovered during construction on this
project, work in the area of the find shall be stopped until a
Caltrans archaeologist can evaluate the material.
If human remains are exposed during construction, State Health
and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that no further disturbance
shall occur until the County coroner has made the necessary
findings as to origin and disposition, pursuant to Public Resources
Code 5097.98. Caltrans shall be immediately notified.
Geology/Soils |No Impact No Impact Caltrans BMPs shall be implemented
Hazardous |No Impact No Impact
Materials
Hydrology and |No Impact A Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and erosion
Water Quality control plan shall be provided by the contractor. The plans must
be approved by the Resident Engineer and submitted for approval
to the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).
Caltrans BMPs shall be implemented.
Land Use/PIng |No Impact No Impact
Mineral No Impact No Impact
Resources
Noise No Impact No Impact Caltrans BMPs shall be implemented
All equipment shall have sound control devices in accordance
with equipment manual requirements.
The contractor shall implement appropriate additional noise
mitigation measures including, but not limited to, changing the
location of stationary construction equipment, turning off idling
equipment, rescheduling construction activity, and notifying
adjacent residents in advance of construction work or installing
acoustic barriers around stationary construction noise source
Population and|{No Impact No Impact
Housing
Public Services|No Impact No Impact
Recreation |No Impact No Impact
Transportation|No Impact No Impact A pedestrian walkway would be installed on the Rocky Peak
[ Traffic Overcrossing.
The Santa Susana Pass Road/Rocky Peak Road intersection
would be improved by a separate project to be developed when
traffic volumes increase
Utilitiesand [No Impact No Impact
Service
Systems
Mandatory [No Impact No Impact Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in
Findings of the vicinity of State Route 118 to determine corridor locations
Significance between the Santa Susanna Mountains and the Simi Hills.

$200,000 will be contributed to the mitigation bank for potential
impacts related to this project.
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Appendix I  Written Comments and Responses

This section of the Response to Comments includes comments received from elected officials, public
agencies, and the general public/ groups/ organizations and the accompanying responses to the comments.
The following elected officials, agencies, and public/ groups/ organizations provided written comments on the

EA/IS. The numbers indicate the unique number assigned to each comment letter.

Exhibit Elected Officials/ Public Agencies/ Contact Date
Individuals
A-1 State Clearing House Terry Roberts, Director June 25, 2002
A-2 Assembly of California Legislature Keith S. Richman, M.D., Assemblymember  |July 3, 2002
A-3 Assembly of California Legislature Debi Schultze June 26, 2002
A-4 U.S. Dept. of the Interion, National Park Service Woody Smeck, Acting Superintendent July 16, 2002
A-5 California Regional Water Quality Control Board  |Elizabeth Erickson, Associated Geologist June 28, 2002
A-6 Southern California Association of Governments Jeffrey M. Smith, AICP June 11, 2002
A-7 Ventura County Transportation Commission Ginger Gherardi, Executive Director June 20, 2002
A-8 Ventura County Transportation Commission Steve DeGeorge, Transportation Planner June 26, 2002
A-9 Ventura County Fire Protection District Bob Roper, Fire Chief June 24, 2002
A-10 County of Ventura, Public Works Agency, Traffic |Nazir Lalani, Principle Engineer June 10, 2002
and Planning & Administration
A-11 Ventura County Air Pollution Control District Andy Brown June 28, 2002
A-12 City of Simi Valley Bill Davis, Mayor July 3, 2002
A-13 City of Simi Valley, Dept. of Environmental Al Boughey, Director July 11, 2002
Services
A-14 Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy Michael Berger, Chairperson June 24, 2002
A-15 Santa Susana Mountain Park Association Dorian Keyser, Vice-president June 17, 2002
C-1 Chatsworth Land Preservation Ken Van Emden June 26, 2002
C-2 Foundation for the Preservation of the Santa Susana [Nancy Razanski June 26,2002
Mountains
C-3 Chatsworth ECHO Jerry England June 26, 2002
C-4 PRIDE Walter N. Prince June 26, 2002
D-1 Bill Fitzwater June 26, 2002
D-2 Timothy L. Caralho, Stephanie J, Carvalho, Patricia June 26, 2002
A. Richardson
D-3 Teena Takata June 26, 2002
D-4 Teena Takata June 26, 2002
D-5 Larry Fried June 26, 2002
D-6 Elaine Freeman June 26, 2002
D-7 Mavreen Shirley June 26, 2002
D-8 Dean Kunicki June 26, 2002
D-9 Janice Kunicki June 26, 2002
D-10 Dawn Kowalski June 26, 2002
D-11 Tony Williams June 26, 2002
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Appendix | Written Comments and Responses

D-12 Cheryl Reitveld June 26, 2002
D-13 Cheryl Reitveld July 3, 2002
D-14 Joann Williams June 26, 2002
D-15 David Flaig May 28, 2002
D-16 Michael Haas June 26, 2002
D-17 Elizabeth Stacy June 28, 2002
D-18 Patrick J. and Justin Hilliger June 28, 2002
D-19 Tracy Brough June 25, 2002
D-20 Jim Wolff July 7, 2002
D-21 Theodore Dent & Family July 7, 2002
D-22 Frank Lee and Sarah Stone July 8, 2002
D-23 Albert L. Rosen June 26, 2002
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Comment Letter A-1 Response to Comment 1
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Comment Letter A-1
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Comment Letter A-2
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Appendix | Written Comments and Responses

Comment Letter A-2 Response to Comment 2

We have reviewed the input gathered during the public circulation process and
conducted additional studies related to the project. Based on this additional
s @ information, we have modified the project to address the issues raised. All
Ay 1. 2052 commenting parties will receive a copy of the environmental document.
i Caltrans is committed to holding more community meetings as project details
become available.
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Comment Letter A-3
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2 Continued

Response to Comment 1

Please see Comment Letter A-2, Responses to Comment 1.

Response to Comment 2

Those who attended the hearing were informed of the project components and
potential measures to minimize harm. The proper staff addressed questions
presented at the hearing. Please see Responses to Comment A-2

Response to Comment 3

Caltrans staff that attended the hearing are trained in different specialties. All
Caltrans staff eagerly assisted individuals with questions regarding the issues
that they specialize in at the hearing.

Project Information Sheets were passed out at the hearing. Prior to the hearing,
the environmental document was circulated to the public and made available to
the public at different locations. Please see Section 6.2 of the environmental
document.

Response to Comment 4

A multi-agency task force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the
National Park Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature
Conservancy has been developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors.
Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. This study will result in recommended measures
to minimize harm resulting from cumulative corridor impacts. Caltrans is
committed to mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in developing an
in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation for them. $200,000 will be
contributed to the mitigation bank for potential impacts related to this project.
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Comment Letter A-3

Crvt-haas *"5_ L. DUESTION | COMMENT CARD
S

Fd g
ol .“ .
wae by e haadeg s
wooAEss e koG Crodeile S
W e AT T a-u:nE:If.ﬁ I e
——

R 1 ik
O Wi b b =L R L ]
Flmunmmmiwrmuﬂm Vg O ioppmed . O mese O Ml o e preen
B e vamdd kel G0 apial o1 e ek pose gom e e e, pease D el Fargaed o Dot reoroserded v,

>

L-'.J{-,{Ez

o o i i P A

it i, 'rI F
CITV IF

Jlrl:l""ll

'rll:_i' ﬂ-'."ll-l:"'\lL l|',.".\J_' T iy e R T R R AR T .Illﬂ-'.'i i
___lf_n_n.dgl'.'.l.-eﬂ,._.'.._u_.!'l.l.Man..i-l J
.-uMEI 'rllr A_‘FHIJI,J':.'\--\,_. [Th ".?'I.I.-L"| 1

Selim o e e ""Jr- L

_.hﬂ Lt r
elige, .L'LLLA.II...II..{
ﬂ;"ir-'-'wl- ._:E:..-:r R B o “h g Lene Bh |"-E'-':-;;,.|;-

wiLert :|L=--.._'|.u_r h—|-r.w'-r geaid P Hie .L.a--d.ul"-;

buead Aeal e liE-l--c-\.l_l.,Il:'l.l.l T i SdLet s J,m"?":‘::*;':"'

&f;

L T L N
oot Sl ';l-,, o M L2 e

Errhoag  poose BT 208 3£ 30

:_';.' Gl

(e bl 4b|  QUESTION ! COMMENT CARD

WLLI O CRLORRS.
FARLILAT 18 Lm e

T L T

fr [— P . ’ .

PTY T v o [-H [Ty
anpreee s otk Tl ey

ﬂEFHEE.EH'I'IHEI!I"-' 1 T LR I‘I-P.' rthy

1 irwh e el T1 1 el e ba Mty e o) R S AR
ol i i Pt e P A S B 0 Mo 90T | AT [ opose [J eowvos ] R Nma paoe
B s el B b gl B LR VR RS FEAASNT AR PEE PE DN T b TR FRETEEFTEEE

(€ li-la_L-ﬂ; as el o Seoe Ul Al
to Lpel bigd Fhoshe NigeoX do o Aglaite
g ¥ e e |"-l.||l:.1: tepyictme, o o gleckoly S Bne 2=
ko L% :1'__{_,1'._- -"II.'Il:'”'a':. P H_._'..-g».'-.’ .‘Jl.-._i_:l'::- :1".,.1_.
kg et te poctoucdeel o i
(F Thede wrieeda e b BYitay, Aeahi Fig |

- J - - e - <V (R i Py
pectinohie g pir s taeory S e P e L

a5 bl p'p

¥

|

P L .f".a

Response to Comment 5
Comment noted.

Response to Comment 6

Please see Comment Letter A-2, Responses to Comment 1.

2
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Comment Letter A-4
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Response to Comment 1

Comments noted.

Response to Comment 2

A multi-agency task force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the
National Park Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature
Conservancy has been developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors.
Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. This study will result in recommended measures
to minimize harm resulting from cumulative corridor impacts. Caltrans is
committed to mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in developing an
in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation for them. $200,000 will be
contributed to the mitigation bank for potential impacts related to this project.

Please see Section 3.2.4 of the environmental document for an updated
discussion on environmental impacts and mitigation.
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Response to Comment 1

Please see Section 3.2.8 of the environmental document for a discussion on

hydrology and water quality.
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Response to Comment 1

Comment Noted

Response to Comment 2

The proposed project is consistent with or supportive of the core ancillary
policies of SCAG’s Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide. The text of the
EAVJIS has been revised in accordance with SCAG’s comment.

Response to Comment 3

Comment noted. A mitigation monitoring plan (MMP) will be adopted. The
MMP will identify the mitigation measures that are a condition of project
approval and the parties responsible for monitoring the mitigation measure to
ensure that they are implemented.
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Response to Comment 1

A multi-agency task force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the
National Park Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature
Conservancy has been developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors.
Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. This study will result in recommended measures
to minimize harm resulting from cumulative corridor impacts. Caltrans is
committed to mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in developing an
in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation for them. $200,000 will be
contributed to the mitigation bank for potential impacts related to this project.

The environmental document has been revised to address this issue.

Response to Comment 2

The results of the Caltrans photo were inconclusive because the camera and
equipment were stolen before the studies could be completed. Further studies
of the corridor system have been prompted. Additional data regarding the
wildlife corridor system between the Santa Susana Mountains and the Simi
Hills will be collected and assessed. Please see Response to Comment 1.

Response to Comment 3

Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. The study will address several underpasses,
overpasses and culvert linkages including the one addressed in your comments.
Please see response to comment 1.
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Response to Comment 4
The environmental document has been revised to clarify these points.

Traffic projections show that traffic will increase in the area whether or not the
project is constructed; therefore, this project will not induce traffic, it will
accommodate future projected traffic. The proposed project is to improve
safety by reducing the response times for emergency vehicles responding to
calls on westbound State Route 118; however, future projected traffic volumes
will create a barrier between the Santa Susana Mountains and the Simi Hills.

Response to Comment 5

Caltrans is committed to mitigating wildlife corridor impacts and is taking a
lead role in developing an in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation
for them. $200,000 will be contributed to the mitigation bank for potential
impacts related to this project. This in-lieu fee program would be available to
agencies and present and future developers impacting wildlife corridors.

Response to Comment 6
Please see response to comment 1 above.
Response to Comment 7

Comment noted.
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Response to Comment 1
Comment noted.

Response to Comment 2

A multi-agency task force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the
National Park Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature
Conservancy has been developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors.
Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. This study will result in recommended measures
to minimize harm resulting from cumulative corridor impacts. Caltrans is
committed to mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in developing an
in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation for them. $200,000 will be
contributed to the mitigation bank for potential impacts related to this project.

The environmental document has been revised to address this issue.

Response to Comment 3

Comment noted.

Response to Comment 4

Please see response to comment 1 above.
Response to Comment 5

The environmental document has been revised to clarify these points.

Traffic projections show that traffic will increase in the area whether or not the
project is constructed; therefore, this project will not induce traffic, it will
accommodate future projected traffic. The proposed project is to improve
safety by reducing the response times for emergency vehicles responding to
calls on westbound State Route 118; however, future projected traffic volumes
will create a barrier between the Santa Susana Mountains and the Simi Hills.
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Comment Letter A-8 Response to Comment 6

Please see response to comment 1 above.
Response to Comment 7

Comment noted.
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Response to Comment 1

Comment noted.
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Response to Comment 1

Comment noted.

Response to Comment 2

Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. This study will result in recommended measures
to minimize harm regarding cumulative corridor impacts. A multi-agency task
force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the National Park Service,
Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature Conservancy has been
developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors. Caltrans is committed to
mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in developing an in-lieu fee
program to fund appropriate mitigation for them. $200,000 will be contributed
to the mitigation bank for potential impacts related to this project.
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Response to Comment 1

The text has been revised to include your comment.

Response to Comment 2

The text has been revised to include your comment.

Response to Comment 3

The text has been revised.

Response to Comment 4

The text has been revised to include your comment.

Response to Comment 5

The text has been revised to include your comment.

Response to Comment 6

As indicated, there are “No Parking” signs posted along the overpass and the
area on either side of the gate on Rocky Peak Road. There are also “No
Parking” signs posted along Rocky Peak Road in front of the present dirt
westbound on-ramp and the eastbound off-ramp. These “No Parking” areas are

enforced by the City of Simi Valley in accordance with Simi Valley Municipal
Code 7220. No legal parking would be eliminated.

The Rancho Simi Recreation and Park District currently owns a parcel of land
adjacent to the project that is planned for future development as a parking area
for the park. This parking area should accommaodate approximately 25 vehicles.
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3 Continued

Response to Comment 1

A multi-agency task force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the
National Park Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature
Conservancy has been developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors.
Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. This study will result in recommended measures
to minimize harm resulting from cumulative corridor impacts. Caltrans is
committed to mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in developing an
in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation for them. $200,000 will be
contributed to the mitigation bank for potential impacts related to this project.

The environmental document has been revised to address this issue.
Response to Comment 2

Comment noted.

Response to Comment 3

Please see Response to Comment 1 above.

Response to Comment 4

Please see response to comment 1 above.

Response to Comment 5

Lighting to minimize impacts will be taken into consideration in the project
lighting plan.

Response to Comment 6

A monitoring program is not being proposed as mitigation for the project but as
part of a corridor study to determine the wildlife movement. Please see Section
3.2.4 of the environmental document for an update on environmental impacts
and mitigation.
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Response to Comment 7

Comment noted. This will be determined depending on the results of the
comprehensive wildlife corridor study. Please see Response to Comment 3
above.

Response to Comment 8

There are “No Parking” signs posted along the overpass and the area on either
side of the gate on Rocky Peak Road. There are also “No Parking” signs
posted along Rocky Peak Road in front of the present dirt westbound on-ramp
and the eastbound off-ramp. These “No Parking” areas are enforced by the City
of Simi Valley in accordance with Simi Valley Municipal Code 7220. As a
result of the proposed project, no legal parking would be eliminated.

Response to Comment 9

The proposed project would not require the use of any publicly owned land
from a park, recreational area, historic site, wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or
any land protected by Section 4(f) that is of national, state or local
significance as determined by federal, state or local officials. No legal parking
would be removed within or adjacent to the project area; therefore, no impacts
to accessibility to the park have been identified.

Response to Comment 10

The proposed project involves the construction of the EB off-ramp and WB on-
ramp on SR 118 at Rocky Peak Road Overcrossing. The initial grades for
these ramps already exist. Existing native vegetation should remain where
feasible and new landscaping should consist of native seed. The project would
not contribute to cumulative visual impacts.

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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C-1-1

Response to Comment C-1-1

You will remain on the mailing list and receive a copy of the final
environmental document.

Response to Comment C-2-1

Comment noted.

Response to Comment C-2-2

The results of the recent traffic studies are included in Chapter 3 of the
environmental document.

Response to Comment C-2-3

A multi-agency task force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the
National Park Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature
Conservancy has been developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors.
Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. This study will result in recommended measures
to minimize harm resulting from cumulative corridor impacts. Caltrans is
committed to mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in developing an
in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation for them. $200,000 will be
contributed to the mitigation bank for potential impacts related to this project.
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Response to Comment C-3-1

This project will benefit commuters using State Route 118 by improving safety.
As a result of the project, the response times for emergency vehicles
responding to calls on westbound State Route 118 will be reduced significantly.

Response to Comment C-3-2

A multi-agency task force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the
National Park Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature
Conservancy has been developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors.
Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. This study will result in recommended measures
to minimize harm resulting from cumulative corridor impacts to wildlife.
Caltrans is committed to mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in
developing an in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation for them.
$200,000 will be contributed to the mitigation bank for potential impacts
related to this project.

Response to Comment C-3-3

Please see Chapter 3 of the environmental document for a discussion on traffic
projections.

Response to Comment C-4-1

The results of the recent traffic studies are included in Chapter 3 of the
environmental document.
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Response to Comment 1
Comment noted.
Response to Comment 2
Comment noted.
Response to Comment 3
Comment noted.
Response to Comment 4
Comment noted.
Response to Comment 5

Comment noted.
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Response to Comment 1

As a result of proposed mitigation measures, there should be no significant
impacts; therefore, an Environmental Impact Report is not warranted (CEQA

Guidelines sec. 15063).

The results of the recent traffic studies are included in Chapter 3 of the

environmental document.

Response to Comment 2

You will remain on the mailing list and will be notified of any additional
meetings.
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Response to Comment 1

The results of the recent traffic study are included in Chapter 3 of the
environmental document.

Response to Comment 2

A multi-agency task force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the
National Park Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature
Conservancy has been developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors.
Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. This study will result in recommended measures
to minimize harm resulting from cumulative corridor impacts. Caltrans is
committed to mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in developing an
in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation for them. $200,000 will be
contributed to the mitigation bank for potential impacts related to this project.
As a result of proposed mitigation measures, there should be no significant
impacts; therefore, an Environmental Impact Report is not warranted (CEQA
Guidelines sec. 15063).

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Response to Comment D-5-1

Comment noted.

D-5-1

D-6-1

Response to Comment D-6-1

An open forum hearing format was chosen because it generally results in
better communication with affected interests than do formal hearings;
results in a greater and more balanced input from the public; and is less
likely to result in confrontational situations. This format is also preferred
because it provides an opportunity to discuss projects and proposals in an
amiable setting.

Those who attended the hearing received Project Information Sheets and were
informed of the project components and potential measures to minimize harm.
The proper staff addressed questions presented at the hearing.

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Response to Comment D-7-1

Lighting to minimize impacts will be taken into consideration in the project
during final project design.

Response to Comment D-7-2

A multi-agency task force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the
National Park Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature
Conservancy has been developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors.
Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. This study will result in recommended measures
to minimize harm resulting from cumulative corridor impacts. Caltrans is
committed to mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in developing an
in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation for them. $200,000 will be
contributed to the mitigation bank for potential impacts related to this project.

The environmental document has been revised to address this issue.

Response to Comment D-8-1
Comment noted. Please see response to comment D-7-2.

Response to Comment D-8-2

The area near Rocky Peak Road was investigated in the Rocky Peak Ramp
Project. The future predicted worst-hour noise level (i.e. 61 dBA) is below the
threshold set by the state and federal standards; therefore, no noise abatement is
required.

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Response to Comment D-9-1

Funding required for the proposed mitigation cannot lawfully be used for State
Route 118 median improvements. It is required by law to mitigate
environmental impacts of the project.

> D-9-1

Response to Comment D-10-1

Comment noted.

Response to Comment D-10-2

Please see response to comment D-10-1

D-10-1

D-10-2
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Response to Comment D-11-1

The area near Rocky Peak Road was investigated. The future predicted worst-
hour noise level (i.e. 61 dBA) is below the threshold set by the sate and federal
standards; therefore, no noise abatement is required.
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Response to Comment D-12-1

A multi-agency task force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the
National Park Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature
Conservancy has been developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors.
Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. This study will result in recommended measures
to minimize harm resulting from cumulative corridor impacts. Caltrans is
committed to mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in developing an
in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation for them. $200,000 will be
D-12-1 contributed to the mitigation bank for potential impacts related to this project.
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The Open Forum Hearing held by Caltrans was held to inform the public of the
Rocky Peak Ramps Project and all issues concerning the project. The project
proposes to construct the westbound on-ramp and the eastbound-offramp at the
Rocky Peak/State Route 118 half-interchange. As a result of the proposed
project, impacts would occur. The mentioned wildlife overcrossing was a
suggested mitigation measure to alleviate potential impacts.

Response to Comment 2

The proposed project is intended to achieve the following goals:

e Improve safety

e Reduce the response time for emergency vehicles responding to calls on
WB SR 118

e Allow commuters to use Santa Susana Pass Road as an alternate route in
case of freeway closures

e Conform to state, regional and local plans and policies

Response to Comment 3

The results of the recent traffic study are included in Chapter 3 of the
environmental document.

Response to Comment 4

Please see Section 3.2.4 of the environmental document for an updated
discussion on environmental impacts and mitigation.

Response to Comment 5

Please see Response to Comment A-2-1

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Response to Comment D-14-1

The future noisiest-hour noise level based on 2022 traffic projections take into
consideration the opening of State Route 23 and future traffic volume increase
associated with it. After considering the future noisiest-hour noise level (61
dBA) for this area, no noise abatement was required.

Response to Comment D-15-1

Comment noted.
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Response to Comment 1

Comment noted.
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Response to Comment 1

A multi-agency task force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the
National Park Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature
Conservancy has been developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors.
Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. This study will result in recommended measures
to minimize harm resulting from cumulative corridor impacts. Caltrans is
committed to mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in developing an
in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation for them. $200,000 will be
contributed to the mitigation bank for potential impacts related to this project.

Response to Comment 2

There are “No Parking” signs posted along the overpass and the area on either
side of the gate on Rocky Peak Road. There are also “No Parking” signs
posted along Rocky Peak Road in front of the present dirt westbound on-ramp
and the eastbound off-ramp. These “No Parking” areas are enforced by the City
of Simi Valley in accordance with Simi Valley Municipal Code 7220. As a
result of the proposed project, no legal parking should be eliminated.

The Rancho Simi Recreation and Park District currently owns a parcel of land
adjacent to the project that is currently planned for future development as a
parking area for the park. This parking area should accommodate
approximately 25 vehicles.

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Response to Comment 1

Comment noted.
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Response to Comment 1

A multi-agency task force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the
National Park Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature
Conservancy has been developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors.
Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. This study will result in recommended measures
to minimize harm resulting from cumulative corridor impacts. Caltrans is
committed to mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in developing an
in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation for them. $200,000 will be
contributed to the mitigation bank for potential impacts related to this project.

Response to Comment 2
If you find pavement deficiencies on state routes, please submit a Maintenance

Service Request at http://www.dot.ca.gov/maintform.html or send your concern
in writing to:

Department of Transportation
120 South Spring Street
Los Angeles Ca, 90012

If pavement deficiencies are found on city or county routes, please contact your
local government offices.

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Response to Comment 1

Comment noted.

Response to Comment 2

A multi-agency task force consisting of representatives from Caltrans, the
National Park Service, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the Nature
Conservancy has been developed to address impacts to wildlife corridors.
Caltrans will conduct a comprehensive wildlife corridor study in the vicinity of
State Route 118 to determine corridor locations between the Santa Susanna
Mountains and the Simi Hills. This study will result in recommended measures
to minimize harm resulting from cumulative corridor impacts. Caltrans is
committed to mitigating such impacts and is taking a lead role in developing an
in-lieu fee program to fund appropriate mitigation for them. $200,000 will be
contributed to the mitigation bank for potential impacts related to this project.

Lighting to minimize impacts will be taken into consideration in the project
during final project design.

Response to Comment 3

The results of the recent traffic study are included in Chapter 3 of the
environmental document.

Response to Comment 4

Please see sections 3.2.4 and 3.2.17 of the environmental document for a
discussion on biological resources.

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Response to Comment 1

; i Comment noted. Please see sections 3.2.4 and 3.2.17 of the environmental
,,_Q—-— T : : document for a discussion on biological resources.

Response to Comment 2

You will remain on the mailing list and receive a copy of the final
environmental document.

Rocky Peak Road Ramps EA/IS
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Comment noted.
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Response to Comment 1

Please see sections 3.2.4 and 3.2.17 of the environmental document for a
discussion on biological resources

Response to comment 2

There are “No Parking” signs posted along the overpass and the area on either
side of the gate on Rocky Peak Road. There are also “No Parking” signs
posted along Rocky Peak Road in front of the present dirt westbound on-ramp
and the eastbound off-ramp. These “No Parking” areas are enforced by the City
of Simi Valley in accordance with Simi Valley Municipal Code 7220. As a
result of the proposed project, no legal parking should be eliminated.

The Rancho Simi Recreation and Park District currently owns a parcel of land
adjacent to the project that is currently planned for future development as a

parking area for the park. This parking area should accommodate
approximately 25 vehicles.

Response to Comment 3

Please see Response to Comment A-2-1.
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